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SUNSHINE ACT MEETINGS 

















ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY 

HUD/Secy solicits comments by 9-7-78 on proposed amend- 

ments to the Departmental procedures to change certain 
practices affecting the protection and enhancement of envi- 
ronmental quality (Part Ill of this issue) 35162 


CELLULOSE INSULATIONS 


CPSC issues an interim mandatory safety standard to elimi- 
nate or reduce unreasonable risks of injury to consumers; 
effective 9-8-78 (Part VI of this issue) 
CPSC withdraws proceeding to develop a standard and ex- 
tends time for proposing an amendment to the interim stand- 
ard to 1-22-79 (Part VI of this issue) 


EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT INCOME SECURITY 
ACT OF 1974 
Labor/PWBP clarifies rules for reporting and disclosure 
LEAD-BASED PAINT POISONING 
PREVENTION ACT 
HEW/PHS/CDC proposes grants for the prevention of lead- 
based paint poisoning; comments by 9-7-78 
APPROPRIATE TECHNOLOGY SMALL 
GRANTS PROGRAM 
DOE prescribes guidelines for implementation of a financial 
a support program; effective 8-8-78 3502 
BIOLOGICAL RESEARCH 
HEW/FDA proposes standards for institutional review boards 
for clinical investigations; comments by 12-6-78 (Part IV of 
this issue) 35186 
BIOMEDICAL RESEARCH 
HEW/FDA proposes regulations on obligations of clinical in- 
vestigators; comments by 11-6-78 (Part V of this issue) 35210 
INTERCITY RAIL PASSENGER SERVICE FOR 
HANDICAPPED PERSONS 
ICC co-chairs hearing on proposed regulations to insure ade- 
quacy of service and facility; hearings scheduled for various 
places and dates in September oak 
TREASURY NOTES 
Treasury/Secy announces interest rate on notes of series 
B-1985 35140 
HOUSING ASSISTANCE PAYMENTS 
PROGRAM 


HUD/FHC amends schedule; effective 8-8-78 (Part Il of this 
issue) 35162 
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CONTINUED INSIDE 








AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK 


The following agencies have agreed to publish all documents on two assigned days of the week (Monday/ 
Thursday or Tuesday/Friday). This is a voluntary program. (See OFR notice 41 FR 32914, August 6, 1976.) 





Monday ~ Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday 





DOT/COAST GUARD ‘| USDA/ASCS DOT/COAST GUARD | USDA/ASCS 
DOT/NHTSA USDA/APHIS 3 DOT/NHTSA | USDA/APHIS 
DOT/FAA USDA/FNS DOT/FAA USDA/FNS 
DOT/OHMO USDA/FSQS DOT/OHMO USDA/FSQS 
DOT/OPSO USDA/REA ee DOT/OPSO USDA/REA 
csc csc 

LABOR LABOR 























HEW/FDA HEW/FDA 























Documents normally scheduled for publication on a day that will be a Federal holiday will be published the next work day 
following the holiday. . 

Comments on this program are still invited. Comments should be submitted to the Day-of-the-Week Program Coordinator, Office 
of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408. 


NOTE: As of July 3, 1978, documents from the following agencies in the Department of Health, Education, and Welfare are no 
longer being assigned to the Tuesday/Friday schedule: Alcohol, Drug Abuse and Mental Health Administration (ADAMHA); Center 


’ for Disease Control (CDC); Health Resources Administration (HRA); Health Services Administration (HSA); National Institutes of 
Health (NIH); and Public Health Service (PHS). 
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Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 500, as amended; 44 U.SC., 

Py é Ch. 15) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I). Distribution 
he yi? is made only. by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. 


Phone 523-5240 


The FepERAL REGISTER provides a uniform system for making available to the public regulations and legal notices issued 
by Federal agencies. These include Presidential proclamations and Executive orders and Federal agency documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency 
documents of public interest. Documents are on file for public inspection in the Office of the Federal Register the day before 
they are published, unless earlier filing is requested by the issuing agency. 
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INFORMATION AND ASSISTANCE 
Questions and requests for specific information may be directed to the following numbers. General inquiries may be 


made by dialing 202-523-5240. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, Daily Issue: 
Subscription orders (GPO) 
Subscription problems (GPO) 

“Dial - a - Reg” (recorded ‘sum- 
mary- of highlighted documents 
appearing in next day’s issue). 

Washington, D.C. .................00 


202-783-3238 
202-275-3050 


202-523-5022 
312-663-0884 
213-688-6694 
202-523-3187 


Los Angeles, Calif 
Scheduling of documents for 
publication. 
Photo copies of documents appear- 
ing in the Federal Register. 


523-5240 


523-5237 

523-5215 

523-5227 

Public Briefings: “How To Use the 523-3517 
Federal Register.” 

Code of Federal Reguiations (CFR).. 523-3419 

523-3517 


523-5227 





PRESIDENTIAL PAPERS: 
Executive Orders and Proclama- 
tions. 
Weekly Compilation of Presidential 
Documents. oe 
Public Papers of the Presidents 


523-5233 
523-5235 


523-5235 
523-5235 


PUBLIC LAWS: 

Public Law dates and numbers 523-5266 
523-5282 
523-5266 
523-5282 
523-5266 
523-5282 
523-5266 
523-5282 


523-5230 
523-3408 
523-4534 


Slip Laws 


U.S. Statutes at Large 


U.S. Government Manual 
Automation .. 





Special Projects 





HIGHLIGHTS—Continued 


MEDICAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS 

HEW/HCFA proposes criteria for determining State residency 
of appticants and recipients under medicaid programs; com- 
ments by 10-10-78 

NEW ANIMAL DRUGS 


HEW/FDA postpones final action on proposed restriction of 
animal feed premixes and medicated feeds containing penicil- 
lin and tetracycline 
ANTIBACTERIALS IN ANIMAL FEEDS 
HEW/FDA issues notice of availability of draft environmental 
impact statement; comments by 10-10-78 

SPECIAL BRIDGE REPLACEMENT PROGRAM 
DOT/FHWA provides a broader and simplified implementation 
by Federal-aid recipients; effective 8-9-78 

MIGRANT AND SEASONAL FARMWORKER 
PROGRAMS 

Labor/ETA announces state planning estimates of resources 
available to implement programs 

NATIONAL SEA GRANT PROGRAM 
IMPROVEMENT ACT OF 1976 


Commerce/NOAA lists fourteen additional needs and prob- 
lems with respect to ocean and coastal resources; effective 





35029 





PRIVACY ACT 
USDA/Secy publishes an additional system of records; com- 


ments by 9-7-78; effective 9-7-78 35085 





EXTRA LONG STAPLE COTTON PROGRAM 
USDA/ASCS proposes determinations regarding marketing 
quota, acreage allotment, and related operating provisions for 
1979; comments by 10-10-78 
APPROPRIATE TECHNOLOGY FORUMS 

NSF has been directed to design and present a program plan 
to the House Committee on Science and Technology 
COMMODITIES AND TECHNICAL DATA 
Commerce/ITA reviews applications for export to certain types 
of Foreign Nuclear Facilities; effective 8-22-78 

HUMAN DRUGS 

HEW/FDA proposes to establish a bivequivalerice require- 
ment for procainamide hydrochloride oral drug products used 
in treating irregular heartbeat; comments by 10-10-78 

AiR CARRIERS 

CAB amends rules to require passenger fare changes to be 
filed within a certain amount of time; effective 8-28-78 
AUTOMOTIVE AND MOTORCYCLE REPAIR 
MANUALS FROM THE UNITED KINGDOM 


Treasury/Secy initiates an antidumping investigation determin- 
ing less than fair value of imports; effective 8-8-78 


35053 





35026 


. CONDENSED PAPER FROM FINLAND AND 


FRANCE 

Treasury/Secy initiates antidumping investigations determining 

sales at less than fair value; effective 8-8-78 (2 documents) . 35127, 
35138 
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HIGHLIGHTS—Continued 


MOTORCYCLES FROM JAPAN 

Treasury/Secy determines sales at less than fair value and 
exclusion from investigation; effective 8-8-78 

PAVEMENT STRUCTURES 


DOT/FHW issues regulations on design, and guidance for 
Federal-aid participation; effective 8-7-78 


CELERY GROWN IN FLORIDA 
USDA/AMS establishes handling regulations for quantities 


35140 


5030 


marketed fresh during the 1978-79 season; effective 8-8-78. 35019 


RAYON STAPLE FIBER FROM BELGIUM 

ITC initiates a new investigation to determine sales at less than 
fair value 
MEETINGS— 


CRC: Nebraska Advisory Committee, 8-28-78 
Vermont Advisory Committee, 8-22-78 





Commerce/NOAA: North Pacific Fishery Management, 


Council, Advisory Panel and Scientific and Statistical 
Committee (SSC); 9-27 through 9-29-78 
Commerce/Secy: Economic Advisory Board, 9-26-78 
DOD/Secy: Defense Science Board Task Force on 
ICBMs/MX, 8-30 and 8-31-78 
HEW/NIH: Arthritis, Mebabolism, and Digestive Diseases 
National Institutes, 8-17 through 8-19-78 
Bladder and Prostatic Cancer Review Committee, Prostat- 
ic Cancer Subcommittee, 9~6-78 
Clearinghouse on Environmental Carcinogens, Chemical 
Selection Subgroup, 8-29 and 8-30-78 
Contract Proposals and Grant Applications Review, var- 
ious dates in September 
Research Resources National Advisory Council, Planning 
and Agenda Work Group, 9-18 and 9-19-78 
Board of Scientific Counselors, NIDR, 9-13 and 9-14-78 
Board of Scientific Counserors, Cancer Treatment Divi- 
sion, 10-16 and 10-17-78 
Clinical Applications and Prevention Advisory Committee, 
9-12-78 
Environmental Health Sciences National “Advisory Coun- 
cil, 9-18 and 9-19-78 
Eye National Advisory Council, 9-20 through 9-21-78 
General Medical Sciences National Advisory Council, 9-8 
and 9-9-78 











35122 


Heart, Lung, and Blood National Advisory Council, Man- 
power and Research Subcommittees, 9-21 and through 
9-23-78 35110 
Mammalian Cell Lines Committee, 9-28-78 
Neurological and Communicative Disorders and Stroke 
National Advisory Council Planning Subcommittee, 
9-21, 10-5 through 10-7-78 35111 
State-of-the-Art Conference on Lung Cancer Screening, 
9-18 through 9-20-78 35112 
HEW/Secy: Protection of Human Subjects of Biomedical 
and Behavioral Research National Commission, 9-8-78 . 35113 
interior/BLM: Shoshone District Grazing Advisory Board, 
9-19-78 
Justice: U.S. Circuit Judge Nominating Commission, Sixth 
Circuit Panel, 8-1 and 8-22-78 
NACOA: Federal Organization for Marine and Atmospheric 
Affairs, 8-17 and 8-18-78 
NFAH/NEH: Advisory Committee, Humanities Panel, Early 
European History Independent Fellowship Applications, 

















Advisory Committee, Humanities Panel, Modern European 
History independent Fellowship Applications, 8-25-78 35132 
Advisory Committee, Humanities Panel, Non-European 
History Independent Fellowship Applications, 8-29-78 35133 
Advisory Committee, Humanities Panel, U.S. History Inde- 
pendent Fellowship Applications, 8-31-78 
Advisory Committee, Humanities Panel, Metaphysics, 
Epistemology, Aesthetics, and Linguistics Independent 
Fellowship Application, 8-25-78 35132 
Advisory Committee, Humanities Panel, Political Science 
and Law Independent Fellowship Application, 9-2-78 .. 35133 
Advisory Committee, Humanities Panel, Religion inde- 
pendent Fellowship Applications, 9-1-78 
SBA: Region | Advisory Council Executive Board, 8-16-78 . 35137 


CANCELLED MEETING— 


HEW/NIH: Environmenta! Carcinogens Clearinghouse, Ex- 
perimental Design Subgroup, 8-30-78 


SEPARATE PARTS OF THIS ISSUE 
Part Il, HUD/FHC 
Part Ill, HUD/Secy 
Part IV, HEW/FDA 
Part V, HEW/FDA 
Part VI, CPSC 
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AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE 
Rules 

Celery grown in Fla 

Proposed Rules 


Milk marketing orders: 
Texas 35047 
Prune (dried) produced in Calif.. 35053 


AGRICULTURAL STABILIZATION AND 
CONSERVATION SERVICE 

Proposed Rules 

Cotton; marketing quotas and 
acreage allotments 

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT 


See also Agricultural Marketing 
Service; Agricultural Stabili- 
zation and Conservation Serv- 
ice; Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service; Soil Con- 
servation Service. 

Notices 

Privacy Act; systems of rec- 
ords 35085 

ANIMAL AND PLANT HEALTH INSPECTION 
SERVICE 

Rules 

Livestock and poultry quaran- 

tine: 
Scabies in cattle ...........cccceeeees 


ARMY DEPARTMENT 


Rules 

National Cemetery, Arlington; 
eligibility for inurnment of 
cremated remains 

Proposed Rules 

National Cemetery, Arlington; 
bicycle restrictions; extension 
of time ; 

Notices 


Committees; establishment, re- 
newals, terminations, etc.: 

Shoreline Erosion Advisory 

Panel 


ARTS AND HUMANITIES, NATIONAL 
FOUNDATION 
Notices 
Meetings: 
Humanities Panel (7 docu- 
ments) 35132-35133 
CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 
Rules 


Policy statements: 
Tariff filings 


Notices 


Hearings, etc.: 
Florida service case 











35091 











contents 


Twin Cities-Kansas City-Okla- 
homa-Texas route proceed- 
ing 

CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION 

Notices 

Meetings, State advisory com- 
mittees: 


Nebraska 
Vermont 


CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 
Rules 
Excepted service: 

Arts and Humanities, National 

Foundation 
Health benefits, Federal em- 
ployees: 

Transfers from retired Fed- 
eral employees health bene- 
fits program 

Health benefits, retired Federal 
employees: 

Coverage costs; Government 
contribution increase 

Proposed Rules 
Health benefits, Federal em- 
ployees: 

Enrollment, open season 

Health plans, discontinued; 
contingency reserves 

Second review cycle and mini 
open season, elimination 


COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 


See also Industry and Trade Ad- 
ministration; National Oceanic 
and Atmospheric Administra- 
tion. 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Economic Advisory Board 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

Rules 

Cellulose insulation; 
safety standard 

Notices 

Cellulose insulation; interim 
safety standard inquiry 

COPYRIGHT OFFICE, LIBRARY OF 
CONGRESS 

Rules 

Recordation of transfers of 
copyright 

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT 

See also Army Department. 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Science Board task forces 














interim 
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DISEASE CONTROL CENTER 


Proposed Rules 
Lead-based paint poisoning; 
grants for prevention .» 39073 


DRUG ENFORCEMENT ADMINISTRATION 
Notices 
Registration applications, etc.; 
controlled substances: 
Abbott Labs 
Applied Science Labs., Inc. (2 
documents) 35123, 35124 
National Institute on Drug 
Abuse 


EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING 
ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 
Migrant and seasonal farm- 

worker programs: 
State planning estimates, fis- 
cal year 1979 


ENERGY DEPARTMENT 


See also Federal Energy Regula- 
tory Commission; Hearings 
and Appeals Office, Energy 
Department. 


Rules 

Energy conservation; appropri- 
ate technology small grants 
program 35020 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 


Proposed Rules 
Air quality implementation 
plans; approval and promul- 
gation; various States, etc.: 
District of Columbia 


Notices 
Pesticides; tolerances, registra- 
tion, etc.: 
Ortho Phosdrin 2 Dust, etc 


FEDERAL ENERGY REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


Notices 
Natural gas companies: 
Certificates of public conven- 
ience and necessity; applica- 
tions, abandonment of serv- 
ice and petitions to amend... 


Notices 
Hearings, etc.: 
Alabama Power Co 
El Paso Natural Gas Co. (3 


35124 





35123 











35092 


35092 
35093 
35093 
35093 


Florida Power & Light Co 
Heather, Mrs. Mary C .......0.+0 
Mid-Louisiana Gas Co 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of 
America 35094 
Northwest Pipeline Corp ........ 35094 
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Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line 
Co 
United Gas Pipe Line Co. (2 
documents) 
Wisconsin Public 
Corp . 35096 
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 
Engineering and traffic oper- 
ations: 

Bridges, structures, and hy- 
draulics; special bridge re- 
placement Program ..........es0« 35031 

Pavement design policy ........... 35030 

FEDERAL INSURANCE ADMINISTRATION 


Proposed Rules ; 
Flood elevation determinations: 
Michigan (5 documents) 


35095 





35095 





Service 





35062 
Missouri (4 documents) ........... 35063, 
35065 
35065 
35066 
35067 
35068 
35069 


Montana 





Ohio 
FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 
Rutes 
Truth-in-lending: 
Official staff interpretations .. 
Notices 
Federal Open Market Commit- 
tee: 
Monetary aggregates, longer 
run ranges 
Home Mortgage Disclosure Act 
exemption applications 
Applications, etc.: 
‘Cherokee Investment Co., Inc.. 
Else Investment Co 
Fayette Bancorporation 
First American Bank Corp 
First National Holding Corp... 
First Railroad & Banking Co. 
of Georgia 35100 
Northwest Bancorporation 35100 
Quail Creek Bancshares, Inc.. 35100 


FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 


Proposed Rules 
Consent. orders: 
Advertising Checking Bureau, 
Inc 


FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION 


Proposed Rules 
Animal drugs, feeds, and related 
products: 

Penicillin and_ tetracycline 
(chlortetracycline and oxy- 
tetracycline); postpone- 
ment 

Clinical investigations: 

Institutional review boards, 
standards 

Investigators, obligations 





35099 





35100 


35101 
35101 
35101 
35100 
35101 





35054 





35059 





35186 
35210 





CONTENTS 


Human drugs: 

Procainamide hydrochloride, 
bioequivalence require- 
ments 

Medical devices, etc.: 
Investigational device exemp- 
tion procedures; correction ... 
Notices 
Environmental statements; 
availability, etc.: 

Subtherapeutic antibacterial 

agents in animal feeds 
Human drugs: 

Depo-provera sterile aqueous 

suspension; correction 


GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

Notices 

Environmental statements 
under preparation; adminis- 
trative actions list 

Environmental statements 
under preparation; proce- 
dures 


HEALTH CARE FINANCING 
ADMINISTRATION 


Proposed Rules 
Medical assistance programs: 
State residence requirements. 35077 


HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 
DEPARTMENT 


See also Disease Control Center; 
Food and Drug Administra- 
tion; Health Care Financing 
Administration; National In- 
stitutes of Health. 

Notices 

Meetings: 

Protection of Human Subjects 
of Biomedical and Behav- 
ioral Research, National 
Commission 

Organization, functions, and au- 

thority delegations: 

Social Security Administra- 
tion 














HEARINGS AND APPEALS OFFICE, 
ENERGY DEPARTMENT 


Notices 

Applications for exception, etc.; 
cases filed 

HERITAGE CONSERVATION AND 
RECREATION SERVICE 

Notices 

Historic Places National Regis- 


ter; additions, deletions, etc.: 
California et al 35115 


HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
DEPARTMENT 


See also Federal Insurance Ad- 
ministration. 

Rules 

Low-income housing: 


Fair market rents; existing 
housing 








35162 





Notices 
Environmental quality, protec- 
tion and enhancement; proce- 
dures; inquiry 35162 


INDUSTRY AND TRADE ADMINISTRATION 
Rules . 
Export licensing: 
Nuclear facilities, foreign; re- 
view of applications for 
commodities and technical 
data 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 
See Heritage Conservation and 
Recreation Service; Land 


Management Bureau; Nation- 
al Park Service. 


INTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION 
Notices 


Import investigation: 
Cigarette holders 
Rayon staple fiber from Bel- 
gium 











35122 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 


Proposed Rules 
Intercity rail passenger service; 
adequacy; hearings 
Railroad car service orders; var- 
ious companies: 
Atlanta & West Point Rail- 
road Co., et al.; order to 
show cause 


Notices 


Fourth section applications for 
relief 
Motor carriers: 
Permanent authority applica- 
tions 
Property broker special licens- 
ing; applications 
Temporary authority applica- 
tions 
Temporary authority termi- 
nations 
Railroad car service orders; var- 
ious companies: 
Consolidated Rail Corp « 35152 
Railroad car services rules, man- 
datory; exemptions (2 docu- 
ments) 35151, 35152 
Rerouting of traffic: 
CP Rail 
Chesapeake & Ohio Railway 
Co 


JUSTICE DEPARTMENT 

See also Drug Enforcement Ad- 
ministration. 

Notices 

Meetings: 


Circuit Judge Nominating 
Commission, U.S 


35083 





35153 





35142 








35157 








35153 





35152 
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LABOR DEPARTMENT 


See also Employment and Train- 
ing Administration; Occupa- 
tional Safety and Health Ad- 
ministration; Pension and 
Welfare Benefit Programs Of- 
fice. 

Notices 

Adjustment assistance: 
AMF, Inc 
American Motors Corp 
Annetta of California, Inc. ...... 35126 
Car-Mal Sportswear, Inc 35126 
Davis & Furber Machine Co .. 35126 
Hyde Athletic Industries 
Leesona Corp 
Margolin, H., & Co., Inc 
Modform, Inc 
Parry Footwear, Inc 
Timex Corp. (2 documents) .... 35129, 

35130 

U.S. Steel Corp 


LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU 
Notices 
Alaska Native selections: appli- 
cations, etc.: 
Tanadgusix Corp 
Applications, etc.: 
New Mexico 
Utah (4 documents) 
Meetings: 
Shoshone District 
Advisory Board 


LIBRARY OF CONGRESS 
See Copyright Office. 


NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH 
Notices 
Meetings: 
Cancer Institute, National; ad- 
visory committees (4 docu- 
ments) 35112, 35113 
Clinical applications and Pre- 
vention Advisory Commit- 


Grazing 


35109 
Digestive Diseases National 
Commission 
Environmental 
ences 
Council 
Eye National Advisory Coun- 


35113 
Health Sci- 
National Advisory : 
35110 


35110 
General Medical Sciences Na- 
tional Advisory Council 
Heart, Lung and Blood Na- 
tional Advisory Council 
Lung Cancer Screening State- 
of-the-Art Conference 
Mammalian Cell Lines Com- 
mittee 


35110 


35110 


35112 


35111 


CONTENTS 


Neurological and Communica- 
tive Disorders and Stroke 
National Advisory Council 
(2 documents) : 

Research Resources National 
Advisory Council 

Scientific Counselors Board (2 
documents) 


NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC 
ADMINISTRATION 


Rules 


Sea grant program funding reg- 
ulations, national 


Notices 
Meetings: 
North Pacific Fishery Man- 
agement Council 


NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 
Proposed Rules 


Bathhouse regulations: 
Hot Springs National Park, 


Seaplane and amphibious air- 
craft regulations: 
Fire Island National Seashore, 


Notices 


Authority delegations: 
Buffalo National River, Ad- 
ministrative Officer, et al .... 
Gulf Islands National Sea- 
shore, Fla. and Miss.; Ad- 
ministrative Officer et al 
Pipestone National Monu- 
ment, Minn.; Administrative 
Technician 
Sleeping Bear Dunes National 
Lakeshore, Mich.; Purchas- 
ing Agent 
Concession permits, etc.: 
Great Smoky Mountains Na- 
tional Park 
Environmental statements: 
availability, etc.: 
Big Bend National Park, Tex . 
Carl Sandburg Home National 
Historic Site, N.C 
Salinas National Monument, 


Virgin Islands National Park, 
Jurisdiction, concurrent: 
U.S. and Okla.; Chickasaw Na- 


tional Recreation Area, 
Management and development 
plans: 
San Juan Island Nationa! His- 
torical Park, Wash 
Meetings: 
Assateague Island National 
Seashore; assessment of al- 


ternatives 35120 


NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
Notices 


Appropriate technology pro- 
gram; forums 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 
Notices 
Abnormal occurrence reports: 
Primary coolant boundary in 
boiling water reactor, degra- 
dation 
Regulatory guides; issuance and 
availability (2 documents) 


Standard review plan; issuance 
and availability (2 docu- 


Applications, etc.: 
Union Electric Co 


OCEANS AND ATMOSPHERE, NATIONAL 
ADVISORY COUNCIL 
Notices 


Meetings: 
Federal Organization for Ma- 
rine and Atmospheric Af- 


OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH 
ADMINISTRATION 
Rules 
Agriculture health and safety 
standards: 
Dust, cotton; exposure; correc- 





Health and safety standards: 
Dust, cotton; exposure; correc- 


Notices 
State plans; development, en- 
forcement, etc.: 


PENSION AND WELFARE BENEFIT 
PROGRAMS OFFICE 
Rules 
Reporting and disclosure re- 
quirements: 
Table of contents and clarifi- 
cation 


SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 


Notices 


Applications, etc.: 

BCJ Capital Enterprises, Inc.. 35137 
Meetings, advisory councils: 

Region I Executive Board 


SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE 


Notices 


Environmental statements on 
watershed projects; avail- 
ability, etc.: 

Brushy-Peaceable Creek, Okla 35086 
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CONTENTS 


Jackson County Roadside Ur yer Middle Fabius, Mo........ 35087 repair manuals from United 


Critical Area Treatment : 
R.C. & D. Measure, Ohio..... 35086 TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT Kingdom anise 


Lake Washington Critical Condenser paper from Fin- 
Area Treatment R.C. & D. oe — Highway Adminis- land 35137 
i ration. 
sieomure, Miles s5086 Condenser paper from 


Lower Middle Fabius, Mo 35087 
Pymatuning State Park Criti- TREASURY DEPARTMENT France 











3g MiB ey R.C. & Sener Notices Motorcycles from Japan 
Senecaville Lake Recreation Antidumping: Hotes, Treasury: 


R.C. & D. Measure, Ohio 35087 Automotive and motorcycle B-1985 series 
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list of cfr parts affected in this issue 





cumulative list of parts affected, 


published since the revision date of each title. 





The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affected by documents published in today’s issue. A 
covering the current month to date, follows beginning with the second issue of the month. 
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Rules Going Into Effect Today 











Norte: There were no items eligible for in- 
clusion in the list of Rutes Gorne Into Er- 
FECT TODAY. 








List of Public Laws 








‘This is a continuing listing of public bills 
that. have become law, the text of which is 
not published m the FeperRat REGISTER. 
Copies of the laws ip individual pamphlet 


form (referred to as “slip laws”) may be ob- 
tained from the U.S. Government Printing 
Office. 

{Last Listing: August 7, 1978] 


H.R. 13385 Pub. L. 95-333 
To provide for a temporary increase in the 
public debt limit. (August 3, 1978; 92 Stat. 
419) Price: $.50. : 
H.R. 11504 Pub. L. 95-334 
Agricultural Credit Act of 1978. (August 4, 
1978; 92 Stat. 420) Price: $.80. 
H.R. 12933 Pub. L. 95-335 
Department of Transportation and Related 
Agencies Appropriation Act, 1979. (August 
4, 1978; 92 Stat. 435) Price: $.80. 











H.R. 10569 Pub. L. 95-336 
Alcohol and Drug Abuse Education Amend- 
ments of 1978. (August 4, 1978; 92 Stat. 
451) Price: $.60. 
S. 785 Pub. L. 95-337 
To declare that all right, titie and interest of 
the United States in two thousand seven 
hundred acres, more or less, are hereby 
held in trust for the Paiute and Shoshone 
Tribes of the Fallon Indian Reservation 
and Colony, Falion, Nevada, to promote 
the economic self-sufficiency of the Paiute 
and Shoshone Tribes, and for other pur- 
poses. (August 4, 1978; 92 Stat. 455) 
Price: $.50. 
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[6325-01] © 
Title 5—Administrative Personnel 


_ CHAPTER I—CIVIL SERVICE 
COMMISSION 


PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE 


National Foundation on the Arts and 
the Humanities 


AGENCY: Civil Service Commission. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This amendment trans- 
fers the exception of one position of 
Director, Division of Education Pro- 
grams, National Endowment for the 
Humanities, from schedule A to sched- 
ule B because noncompetitive exami- 
nation is practicable for this position. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: July 25, 1978. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Michael Sherwin, 202-632-4533. 

Accordingly, 5 CFR 213.3182 (b)(11) 
is revoked and 5 CFR 213.3282 (b)(18) 
is added, as follows: 


§ 213.3182 National Foundation on the 
Arts and the Humanities. 


a a a * e 
(b) National Endowment for the Hu- 


manities. * * * 
(11) [Revoked]. 


§ 213.3282 National Foundation on the 
Arts and the Humanities. 


* * e * * 


(b) National Endowment for the Hu- 
manities. * * * 

(18) Until September 30, 1980, one 
position of Director, Division of Edu- 
cation Programs. 


UNITED STATES CIVIL SERV- 
ICE COMMISSION, 
JAMES C. SPRY, 
Executive Assistant 
to the Commissioners. 
(FR Doc. 78-22103 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[6325-01] 


PART 890—FEDERAL EMPLOYEES 
HEALTH BENEFITS PROGRAM 


Transfers From Retired Employees 
Health Benefits Program 


AGENCY: Civil Service Commission. 
ACTION: Final rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: On March 31, 1978, pro- 
posed rulemaking was published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER (43 FR 13583) to 
permit persons currently enrolled in 
the retired Federal employees health 
benefits (RFEHB) program to enroll 
in the Federal employees health bene- 
fits (FEHB) program. This opportuni- 
ty will enable uniform plan enrollees 
to avoid a substantial premium in- 
crease effective January 1, 1979, and 
will permit RFEHB enrollees who did 
not change enrollment during the 
1974 open season to do so. 


DATE: Effective August 8, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Craig Pettibone, Office of Policy De- 
velopment and Technical Services, 
Bureau of Retirement, Insurance 
and Occupational Health, 202-632- 
4682. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The comments, suggestions and objec- 
tions received in response to the 
March 31, 1978, notice have been given 
careful consideration. In addition to 
minor clarifying changes, a suggestion 
to delete the provision which allows 
former RFEHB enrollees who trans- 
ferred to FEHB in 1974 to return to 
the retired program has been adopted 
to prevent confusion on the part of 
the annuitants, and to insure equal 
treatment to all RFEHB enrollees who 
transfer to FEHB. The following sug- 
gestions, nevertheless, have not been 
adopted for the reasons stated. 

1. It was suggested that the date of 
registration and the effective date of 
enrollment be postponed to allow for 
delays incurred in receiving enroll- 
ment notices from the Commission, 
and to enable the carriers to establish 
premium rates appropriate to this 
unique group. The proposed regula- 
tions cited the effective date of enroll- 
ment as being not earlier than April 1, 
1978. This date has been changed to 
not earlier than January 1, 1979. Nev- 


ertheless, the earliest date of registra- 
tion will be August 8, 1978. The Com- 
mission prefers to allow the annu- 
itants to register for enrollment in the 
FEHB program as soon as possible. 
Early registration by annuitants will 
enable the Commission to provide no- 
tification of enrollment to the health 
benefits carriers prior to the effective 
date of January 1, 1979. Further, the 
fact that the majority of these enroll- 
ees are covered by Medicare greatly re- 
duces the total costs for which the car- 
riers will be accountable. Accordingly, 
no special premium rates need be es- 
tablished. 

2. A suggestion that a one-year limi- 
tation be placed on the open enrolil- 
ment period to avoid adverse selection 
has not been adopted because of the 
confusion which may arise on the part 
of the enrollees. Should the annu- 
itants fail to transfer to FEHB and 
subsequently change their minds, the 
Commission intends to ensure that 
there is an opportunity to elect the 
health benefits coverage most benefi- 
cial to them. Additionally, since most 
of this group is covered by Medicare, 
the carrier will be accountable for 
only a small portion of the total costs 
involved. 

3. It was suggested that the provi- 
sion restricting limitation of benefits 
for persons who were confined in a 
hospital or institution on the effective 
date of enrollment in a plan in the 
FEHB program be deleted, and that 
the plans in the RFEHB be responsi- 
ble for the confined person for a 
period after the enrollment change. 
The carriers argued that a restriction 
on the limitation of benefits would be 
a violation of their contracts. How- 
ever, the contracts stipulate that the 
carriers must abide by Commission 
regulations. It was also suggested that 
these annuitants be considered new 
enrollees, with benefits consistent 
with present FEHB program regula- 
tions for new enrollees. These recom- 
mendations cannot be enforced be- 
cause they would apply to the private 
plan and Medicare options under the 
RFEHB program as well as to the uni- 
form plan. Since the Commission 
cannot control private plan or Medi- 
care benefits, it is quite possible that 
annuitants under these other two op- 
tions would be left without coverage 
during their confinement. Neverthe- 
less, because the majority of these en- 
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35018 


rollees are covered by Medicare, it is 
not believed that the carriers will be 
adversely affected by the small 
number of annuitants who would have 
a need to utilize this coverage. 


Accordingly, 5 CFR § 890.602 and 
§ 890.603 are amended, § 890.604 is re- 
voked, and § 890.605 is added as set out 
below: 


§ 890.602 Opportunity to change enroil- 
ment, ; 


An annuitant eligible to enroll under 
§ 890.601 may register on and after 
August 8, 1978. 


§ 890.603 Effective date. 


The effective date of an enrollment 
under § 89.602 is the first day of the 
first pay period after the election is re- 
ceived by the retirement system, but 
not earlier than January 1, 1979. 


§ 800.604 [Revoked] 
§ 890.605 Persons confined on effective 
date. 


Benefits may not be limited for per- 
sons who, on the effective date of an 
enrollment under § 890.602, are con- 
fined in a hospital or institution. 


(5 U.S.C. 8913) 


UNITED States Civi. Serv- 
IcE COMMISSION, 
JAMES C. SPRY, 
Executive Assistant 
to the Commissioners. 


(FR Doc. 78-22104 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 
[6325-01] 


PART 891—RETIRED FEDERAL EM- 
PLOYEES HEALTH BENEFITS PRO- 
GRAM 


increase in Government Contribution 
and Miscellaneous Changes 


AGENCY: Civil Service Commission. 
ACTION: Final rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: On March 31, 1978, pro- 
posed rulemaking was published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER (43 FR 13583) to in- 
crease the Government contribution 
toward the cost of coverage under the 
retired Federal employees health 
benefits (RFEHB) program. This in- 
crease will offset, to the extent possi- 
ble under law, a uniform plan premi- 
um increase which will be effective 
January 1, 1979, and will ensure an 
equal Govenment contribution to all 
enrollees in the retired program. 


DATE: Effective January 1, 1979. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Craig Pettibone Office of Policy De- 
velopment and Technical Services, 
Bureau of Retirement, Insurance 
—_ Occupational Health 202-632- 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Previously, annuitants who enrolled in 
the uniform plan prior to January 1, 
1973, automatically received basic plus 
major medical coverage and annu- 
itants who enrolled subsequent to that 
time could receive basic coverage only. 
Because of the greater benefits pro- 


Table of optional changes 


vided under basic plus major medical, 
all uniform plan enrollees will auto- 
matically have this coverage effective 
January 1, 1979. Basic only and major 
medical only will no longer be offered 
under the uniform plan after that 
date in view of the inadequacy of the 
benefits in meeting today’s medical ex- 
penses. Minor changes have been 
made to rectify technical oversights in 
this regard. In addition, a suggestion 
to delete the provision which allows 
former RFEHB enrollees who trans- 
ferred to FEHB in 1974 to return to 
the retired program has been adopted 
to prevent confusion on the part of 
the annuitants, and to ensure equal 
treatment to all RFEHB enrollees who 
transfer to FEHB. 

Accordingly, 5 CFR _  891.103(a), 
§§891.202(c), 891.401(a) and (b), and 
891.501 are amended, and § 891.202(d) 
es subpart F are deleted, as set out 

ow: 


§ 891.103 Eligibility. 

- (a) General conditions of eligibility. 
(3) An annuitant who enrolled under 

§ 890.601, and who later cancels such 

enrollment, is ineligible to subscribe to 

the uniform plan or to receive a Gov- 


ernment contribution toward the cost 
of a private health benefits plan. 


* af * * 


§ 891.202 Change of election. 


(c) An annuitant may change his or 
her election in accordance with the 
following table by notifying his or her 
retirement system at any time: 





Change permitted 


Type of election from which changing 


Effective date of change 





(1) Change to not participating 





(2) Change to self alone in same plan 


(3) Change to private health benefits plan for self Election for self alone or self and family for 


alone or self and family. 
(4) Change to self and family in same plan 


uniform or private health benefits plan. 


¢ 
Election for self alone or self and family for 1st day of the month specified in notice to retirement system, 
or ist day of the month following receipt of notice by retire- 


ment system, whichever is later. Changes in withholdings and 
contributions are effective for armuity or compensation accru. 
ing for the month preceding the effective date of the change. 


or private health benefits plan. 


Do. 
uniform plan. 


health benefits pian. 


Election for self and family for uniform plan Same as above. 


Election for self alone for uniform or private ist day of the 4th month following the month in which the 
notice is received by the retirement system. Changes in with- 


holdings and contributions are effective for annuity or com- 
pensation accruing for the 3d month following the month in 
which the notice is received by the retirement system. 


(5) Change to self alone or self and family for uni- Election not to participate 


form plan or private health benefits plan. 





(d) [Revoked] 


§ 891.401 Government contributions. 


(a) The Commission shall pay, 
through the retirement office, $4 
monthly to each retired employee re- 


ceiving annuity and to each survivor 
receiving compensation who elects to 
receive a Government contribution 
toward the cost of a private health 
benefits plan in which he or she is a 
subscriber for self alone, and $8 
monthly to each retired employee re- 


ceiving annuity and to each survivor 
receiving compensation who so elects 
toward the cost of a private health 
benefits plan in which he or she is a 
subscriber for self and family. The 
Commission shall pay, through the 
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: office of workers’ compensation pro- 
grams $3.73 each 4-week period to 
each retired employee, other than a 
‘ survivor, who is receiving compensa- 
’ tion and who elects to receive a Gov- 
ernment contribution toward the cost 
of a private health benefits plan in 
which he or she is a subscriber for self 
alone, and $7.47 each 4-week period to 
each who so elects toward cost of a 
private health benefits plan in which 
he or she is a subscriber for self and 
family. The Commission shall not pay, 
in any case, more than the cost of a 
private health benefits plan each 
month or 4-week period, as the case 
may be. 

(b) The Commission shall contribute 
to the cost of the uniform plan $4 
monthly for each retired employee re- 
ceiving annuity and each survivor re- 
ceiving compensation, and $3.73 each 
4-week period for any other retired 
employee receiving compensation, for 
an election for self alone; and $8 
monthly for each retired employee re- 


ceiving annuity and each survivor re- | 


ceiving compensation, and $7.47 each 
4-week period for any other retired 
employee receiving compensation, for 
an election for self and family. Elec- 
tion to subscribe to the uniform plan 
constitutes agreement by the retired 


employee that the retirement office 
may withhold from his or her annuity 
or compensation his or her share of 
the cost of the plan, as provided by 
this part. : 


§ 891.501 Standards for uniform plan. 


The uniform plan shall be open to 
all eligible retired employees and 
members of their families, without 
regard to race, sex, health status, or 
age. It shall not deny or limit benefits 
because of any preexisting condition. 
It shall offer basic plus major medical 
coverage. * * * 


§§ 891.601-891.602 (Subpart F)—[Revoked] 
(Pub. L. 86-724) 


UNITED STATES CiviL SERV- 
ICE COMMISSION, 

JaMEs C. Spry, ria 
Executive Assistant 
to the Commissioners. 

CFR Doc. 78-22105 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 
[3410-02] 


Title 7—Agriculture 


CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MAR- 
KETING SERVICE (MARKETING 
AGREEMENTS AND ORDERS; 
FRUITS, VEGETABLES, NUTS), DE- 
PARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


PART 967—CELERY GROWN IN 
FLORIDA | 


Handling Regulation 


AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing 
Service, USDA. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This handling regulation 
establishes the quantity of Florida 
celery to be marketed fresh during the 
1978-79 season, with the objective of 
assuring adequate supplies and orderly 
marketing. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: August 8, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Charles R. Brader, Deputy Director, 
Fzuit and Vegetable Division, AMS, 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, 
Washington, D.C. 20250, telephone 
202-447-6393. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Marketing agreement No. 149 and 
order No. 967, both as amended (7 
CFR 967) regulate the handling of 
celery grown in Florida. It is effective 
under the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601-674). The Florida Celery 
Committee, established under the 
order, is responsible for local adminis- 
tration. 

Notice was published in the July 13 
FEDERAL REGISTER (43 FR 30066) invit- 
ing written comments by July 28, 1978. 
None was received. ¢ 

This regulation is based upon the 
unanimous recommendations made by 
the committee at its public meeting in 
Orlando on June 7. 

The committee recommended a mar- 
ketable quantity of 8,433,388 crates of 
fresh celery for the 1978-79 season. 
This recommendation is based on the 
appraisal of the expected suppiy and 
prospective market demand for the 
1978-79 season. 

The recommended 8.4 million crate 
marketable quantity is 40 percent 
more than the approximately 6 mil- 
lion crates expected to be marketed 
during the season ending July 31, 
1978. Each producer registered pursu- 
ant to § 967.37(f) would have an allot- 
ment equal to 100 percent of his his- 
torical marketings. This recommenda- 
tion provides the industry an opportu- 
nity to (1) produce to its fullest capac- 
ity for the benefit of the consumer, 
and (2) determine its actual or poten- 
tial maximum production capacity. 
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As required by §967.37(d)(1) a re- 
serve of 6 percent of the total base 
quantities is authorized for new pro- 
ducers and for increases by existing 
producers, with 276,705 crates to be al- 
lotted to each category. After consid- 
eration of applications submitted pur- 
suant to § 967.151 the committee allo- 
cated 100,000 crates to a new producer 
and 50,000 crates each to 2 existing 
producers. 

Findings. On the basis of all consid- 
erations it is believed that this regula- 
tion will tend to effectuate the de- 
clared policy of the act. 

It is hereby further found that good 
cause exists for not postponing the ef- 
fective date of this section until 30 
days after publication in the FrepERAL 
REGISTER (5 U.S.C. 553) in that (1) 
notice was given of the handling regu- 
lation set forth in this section through 
publicity in the production area and 
by publication in the July 13 FEepERAL 
REGISTER, (2) as provided in the mar- 
keting agreement and order, this regu- 
lation applies to celery marketed 
during the 1978-79 season, (3) compli- 
ance with this section will not require 
any special preparation by handlers 
which cannot be completed prior to 
the time actual handling of harvested 
celery begins, approximately the latter 
part of October, (4) prompt issuance 
of this regulation will be beneficial to 
all interested persons because it 
should afford producers and handlers 
maximum time to plan their oper- 
ations accordingly, and (5) no useful 
purpose will be served by postponing 
such issuance. 

The regulation is as follows: 


§ 967.314 Handling regulation; marketable 
quantity; and uniform percentage for 
the 1978-79 season ending July 31, 
1979. 


(a) The marketable quantity is es- 
tablished under § 967.36(a) as 8,433,388 
crates of celery. 

(b) As provided in § 967.38(a), the 
uniform percentage shall be 100 per- 
cent. 

(c) Pursuant to § 967.36(b), no han- 
dler shall handle any harvested celery 
unless it is within the marketable al- 
lotment of a producer who has a base 
quantity and such producer authorizes 
the first handler thereof to handle it. 

(d) as required by § 967.37(d)(1) a re- 
serve of 6 percent of the total base 
quantities is hereby authorized for (1) 
new producers and (2) increases for ex- 
isting base quantity holders with 
276,705 crates allotted to each catego- 
ry. . 
(e) Terms used herein shall have the 
same meaning as when used in the 
said marketing agreement and order. 


(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674.) 
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Dated August 3, 1978 to become ef- 
fective August 8, 1978. 
CHARLES R. BRADER, 
Deputy Director, Fruit and Vege- 
table Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service. 
CFR Doc. 78-22101 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 
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Title 9—Animals and Animal Products 


CHAPTER I—ANIMAL AND PLANT 
HEALTH INSPECTION SERVICE, DE- 
PARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


SUBCHAPTER C—INTERSTATE TRANSPORTA- 
TION OF ANIMALS (INCLUDING POULTRY) 
AND ANIMAL PRODUCTS 


PART 73—SCABIES IN CATTLE 


Release of Areas Quarantined 


AGENCY: Animal and Plant Health 
Inspection Service, USDA. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The purpose of this 
amendment is to release portions of 
Chaves, Colfax, De Baca, Eddy, Gua- 
dalupe, Quay, and Union Counties and 
all of Curry, Lea, and Roosevelt Coun- 
ties*in New Mexico from areas quaran- 
tined because of cattle scabies. Surveil- 
lance activity indicates that cattle sca- 
bies no longer exists in the areas quar- 
antined. No areas in the State of New 
Mexico remain under quarantine. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: August 3, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Dr. Glen O. Schubert, chief Staff 
Veterinarian, Sheep, Goat, Equine, 
and Ectoparasites Staff, USDA, 
APHIS, VS, room 737, 6505 Belcrest 
Road, Federal Building, Hyattsville, 
Md. 20782, 301-436-8322. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
This amendment releases portions of 
Chaves, Colfax, De Baca, Eddy, Gua- 
dalupe, Quay, and Union Counties and 
all of Curry, Lea, and Roosevelt Coun- 
ties in New Mexico from the areas 
quarantined because of cattle scabies. 
Therefore, the restrictions pertaining 
to the interstate movement of cattle 
from quarantined areas contained in 9 
CFR Part 73, as amended, will not 
apply to the excluded areas, but the 
restrictions pertaining to the inter- 
state movement of cattle from non- 
quarantined areas contained in said 
part 73 will apply to the excluded 
areas. No areas in New Mexico remain 
under quarantine. 

Accordingly, Part 73, Title 9, Code of 
Federal Regulations, as amended, re- 
stricting the interstate movement of 
cattle because of scabies, is hereby 
amended as follows: 
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In §73.1a, paragraph (e) relating to 
the State of New Mexico is deleted. 


(Secs. 4-7, 23 Stat. 32, as amended; secs. 1 
and 2, 32 Stat. 791-792, as amended; secs. 1- 
4, 33 Stat. 1264, 1265, as amended; secs. 3 
and 11, 76 Stat. 130, 132; (21 U.S.C. 111-113, 
115, 117, 120, 121, 123-126, 134b, 134f); 37 
FR 28464, 28477; 38 FR 19141.) 


The amendment relieves restrictions 
no longer deemed necessary to prevent 
the spread of cattle scabies and should 
be made effective promptly in order to 
be of maximum benefit to affected 
persons. It does not appear that public 
participation in this rulemaking pro- 
ceeding would make additional rele- 
vant information available to the De- 
partment. 

Accordingly, under the administra- 
tive procedure provisions in 5 U.S.C. 
553, it is found upon good cause that 
notice and other public procedure with 
respect to the amendment are imprac- 
ticable and unnecessary, and good 
cause is found for making the amend- 
ment effective less than 30 days after 
publication in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


Done at Wasington, D.C., this 3d day 
of August 1978. 


Nore.—The Animal and Plant Health In- 
spection Service has determined that this 
document does not contain a major proposal 
requiring preparation of an inflation impact 
statement under Executive Order 11821 and 
OMB Circular A-107. 


J. K. ATWELL, 
Acting Deputy Administrator, 
Veterinary Services. 
CFR Doc. 78-22097 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[3128-01] 
Title 10—Energy 


CHAPTER ll—DEPARTMENT OF 
ENERGY 


PART 470—APPROPRIATE TECHNOL- 
OGY SMALL GRANTS PROGRAM 


Program Guidelines 
AGENCY: Department of Energy. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This rule prescribes 
guidelines for the implementation of a 
program of financial support for ap- 
propriate technology under . the 
Energy Research and Development 
Administration Appropriation Au- 
thorization of 1977. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: August 8, 1978. 


.FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 


CONTACT: 


Ann Hegnauer (Buildings and Com- 
munity Systems), Office of Conser- 
vation and Solar Applications, 20 
Massachusetts Avenue NW., Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20545, 202-376-4711. 


Bradley Byers, Office of Public Af- 
fairs, 20 Massachusetts Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20545, 202-376- 
5729, 


Joshua Smith, Office of General 
Counsel, 12th and Pennsylvania 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 
20461, 202-566-9380. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
A. BACKGROUND 


On April 12, 1978, the Department 
of Energy (DOE) issued proposed 
guidelines for implementing an appro- 
priate technology financial support 
program (43 FR 16185, April 17, 1978), 
as required under section 112 of the 
Energy Research and Development 
Administration Appropriation Au- 
thorization of 1977 (Act) (Pub. L. 95- 
39, 91 Stat. 180, 42 U.S.C. 5907a). A 
public hearing on the proposal was 
held on May 15, 1978. DOE received 29 
written and 3 oral comments nearly all 
of which strongly supported the goals 
and general concepts of the proposed 
guidelines. However, a number of sug- 
gestions were made which have result- 
ed in some changes in the guidelines 
issued today. 


B. Discussion OF COMMENTS 


1. DISSEMINATION OF INFORMATION— 
§ 470.20 


While most of the comments DOE 
received were addressed to specific 
provisions in the proposed rule, some 
comments were more general. Several 
expressed the view that inadequate 
provision was made in the proposed 
guidelines for the dissemination of in- 
formation with respect to appropriate 
technology systems and supporting 
technologies and for the providing of 
assistance for the commercialization 
of successful systems and _ technol- 
ogies. Several comments suggested 
that the guidelines include a mecha- 
nism for providing “technical assist- 
ance” to proposers before and during 
the preparation of their proposals, as 
well as to recipients during and after 
the period of the awards. 

DOE believes that the guidelines, as 
the comments suggest, should provide 
for the dissemination of information 
with respect to energy-related systems 
and supporting technologies related to 
appropriate technology, as required by 
subsections (a) and (c) of section 112 
of the Act to be part of the program 
implemented by DOE. Expanding the 
scope of this requirement to commit 
DOE to make funds available for 
“commercialization” and “technical 
assistance” appears, however, to 
exceed the information dissemination, 
7 aad other, requirements of section 

Accordingly, DOE has added a new 
§ 470.20 to the final rule to implement 
the dissemination of information re- 
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quirements of section 112 of the Act. 
This new section requires DOE to dis- 
seminate to the public information on 
the projects developed or demonstrat- 
ed under the program. It is to be noted 
that use will be made of all appropri- 
ate information dissemination chan- 
nels including standard DOE informa- 
tion channels such as the Energy Ex- 
tension Service, the regional newslet- 
ters sponsored by the National Center 
for Appropriate Technology and trade 
and professional journals and newslet- 
ters. While it does not provide for 
“technical assistance” or ‘‘commercial- 
ization” programs, it does require 
DOE to provide recipients with infor- 
mation on sources of possible assist- 
ance “for further development and 
commericalization of their projects.” 


2. DEFINITIONS—§ 470.2 


One comment suggested that the 
term “small business” be defined as in 
the current regulations of the Small 
Business Administration (SBA), in- 
stead of the 100 employee limit in the 
proposed rule. The current SBA defi- 
nition of small business may require a 
determination not only of the number 
of employees in each business, but also 
of such other variables as the annual 
receipts of the business, the type of 
business (e.g., retail, service, contrac- 
tor), and the location of the business 
(e.g., whether it is in a labor surplus 
area), etc. Since section 112(d)(1) of 
the Act requires DOE to “develop sim- 
plified procedures with respect to ap- 
plication for support,” DOE considers 
a simpler definition more appropriate 
than the compiex formulation of the 
SBA, as well as a definition which is 
appropriate to the size and nature of 
the project involved. 

For purposes of clarity, the defini- 
tion of “State government” has been 
revised and a definition of “State” has 
been added. A definition of “support” 
has also been added for clarification. 
“Support” is defined to mean “finan- 
cial support or award under the pro- 
gram by grants or cooperative agree- 
ments.” The use of contracts is au- 
thorized by the act, but grants and co- 
operative agreements appear to be the 
instruments that must appropriate for 
the financial support purposes of this 
program. 


3, ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM—S§ 470.10 


One comment suggested adding to 
§ 470.10 a new item (f), dealing with 
the creation of jobs at skill levels and 
locations applicable to the local eco- 
nomic base, as an additional criterion 
for determining projects appropriate 
for funding under the program. The 
criteria in items (a) through (e) were 
drawn directly from subsection 112(c) 
of the act. Since section 112 does not 
contain the suggested criterion and 
since § 470.14(c)(9) of the rule includes 
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utilization of “local resources, material 
and manpower” as a criterion for con- 
sideration, DOE has determined not to 
adopt this suggestion. 

Another comment suggested that 
provisions be added to section 470.10 
to indicate support for energy conser- 
vation in existing structures, particu- 
larly historic builidings. DOE believes 
that this consideration is adequately 
accommodated by the general provi- 
sions concerning the environment, as 
set forth in  §§470.10(d) and 
470.14(c)(7), and would be inappropri- 
ate for inclusion as a separate catego- 
ry in § 470.10, 


4, ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS—§ 470.11 


Some comments suggested that a 
category be added to §470.11(c) to 
permit support for projects which are 
intended solely to educate the public. 
Section 112(c) of the act, however, spe- 
cifically limits the program to finan- 
cial support for encouraging develop- 
ment and demonstration projects. 
While section 112 does permit funds 
made available under it to be used for 
the dissemination of information with 
respect to appropriate energy-related 
systems and supporting technologies, 
dissemination of information is appli- 
cable to all three categories presently 
contained in § 470.11 ‘and, therefore, 
DOE believes that a separate category 
solely for public education should not 
be added. 

Some comments suggested that the 
funding limits of paragraph (d) were 
too high and that, if they were lower, 
a greater number of proposals could 
be funded in each region. Another 
comment suggested that the rule 
should emphasize that a participant 
could only obtain support for a “one- 
time grant.” DOE believes that the 
funding limits are not excessive as ceil- 
ings, but that the ability of a partici- 
pant to obtain funding within these 
limits required clarification. Accord- 
ingly, the funding limits in paragraph 
(d) have been maintained while para- 
graph (c) has been revised and para- 
graph (e) added in order to spell out 
more clearly the applicability of the 

5. MANAGEMENT—$§ 470.12 


Several comments suggested that 
the States should be the direct recipi- 
ents of “block funding” in order that 
each State receive a specific grant of 
funds to run its own appropriate tech- 
nology program, instead of the pro- 
gram being run regionally by DOE 
program managers. This issue was 
carefully considered in developing the 
pilot program and in formulating 
these national guidelines. However, 
DOE decided that it would manage 
the program on a regional basis in 
order to assure the most equitable dis- 
tribution of funds within each region 
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and to provide the maximum degree of 
impartiality and uniformity in evalu 
ating and selecting projects for sup 
port. 

Several comments suggested that 
the proposed guidelines be changed to 
insure that regional program manag- 
ers coordinate their activities with 
State Energy Offices, the appropriate 
technology community and/or other 
groups familiar with appropriate tech- 
nology and State and local energy 
needs. Since it was always intended 
that such coordination take place, 
§ 470.12(b) has been revised to make 
explicit this intent. 

Some comments suggested that spe- 
cial advisory boards, made up of State 
and technical panel members and 
others, be required to be established to 
work with the regional program man- 
ager in planning and implementing 
the program. While the rules do not 
preclude the lawful establishment of 
this type of board, DOE believes it 
would be inappropriate to require the 
establishment of an advisory. panel of 
this nature due to the need for eco- 
nomical and simplified procedures and 
the revisions to §470.12, discussed 
above. 


6. PROGRAM ANNOUNCEMENT—$§ 470.13 


One comment suggested that provid- 
ing notice of the program in the Com- 
merce Business Daily was inappropri- 
ate since those parties interested in 
the program would not necessarily be 
familiar with, or have access to, such a 
publication. The Commerce Business 
Daily is generally dasa 
widely circulated official organ for the 
announcement of competitive Govern- 
ment-wide programs, and the applica- 
ble DOE procurement regulation, 
ERDA-PR 9-4.5802-(d), requires that 
DOE program announcements be syn- 
opsized in it. Section 470.13(c) does not 
limit publication to this journal, but it 
also requires that the program an- 
nouncement shall be announced to ap- 
propriate newspapers, trade and tech- 
nical publications, and State and local 
governments, and shall be circulated 
directly to interested individuals, enti- 
ties and associations thereof, to the 
maximum extent feasible. DOE con- 
siders these opportunities for notice of 
the program to be adequate. 


7, EVALUATION AND SELECTION—§ 470.14 


Some comments suggested that the 
guidelines should allow obvious or in- 
advertent mistakes in a proposal to be 
corrected rather than subjecting the 
proposal to summary rejection. DOE 
agrees and has revised paragraph (a) 
to make it clear that proposers may 
correct minor informalities or irregu- 
larities, which are merely a matter of 
form and not of substance, and appar- 
ent clerical mistakes prior to the en- 
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tering into of grants or cooperative 
agreements. 

Some comments suggested that the 
guidelines require that some or all of 
the reviews of proposals be performed 
within certain specified time periods, 
e.g., 30 days. While DOE realizes the 
importance of evaluating proposals in 
as timely a manner as feasible, in view 
of the large number of proposals ex- 
pected and the several review process- 
es required, DOE has decided to retain 
flexibility in the guidelines for the 
evaluation and selection procedure, 
rather than to impose specific time re- 
quirements. 

A large number of comments raised 
questions about the procedures pro- 
posed for the technical and State re- 
views. In particular, they questioned 
the numéer of panels, the composition 
of the panels, and the adequacy of the 
criteria to be considered by the panels 
in the evaluation of proposals. 

Accordingly, paragraph (b) has been 
revised to make clear that there may 
be more than one technical evaluation 
panel, and paragraph (c) has been re- 
vised to have each State, or combina- 
tion of States, nominate a panel which 
shall be selected by the regional pro- 
gram manager and to require that the 
nominations and selections take into 
account a balanced membership. Both 
paragraphs (b) and (c) have been re- 
vised to make clear that the technical 
evaluation and State review panels are 
to consider the general criteria set 
forth in §470.10 which have been 
taken directly from section 112(c) of 
the act. In addition, the criterion “(3)” 
which is to be considered by the tech- 
nical evaluation panel has been clari- 
fied. 

DOE learned from its pilot program 
that some proposals were without 
technical merit and found that State 
review of these technically defective 
proposals was, therefore, unnecessary 
and time consuming. Due to this expe- 
rience, DOE has revised paragraph (e) 
to require the selection panel to send 
to the State review panel only those 
proposals found to be of sufficient 
technical merit to warrant State 
review. In response to a comment, 
paragraph (e) has also been revised to 
make explicit that the selection panel 
shall be comprised of DOE personnel. 

One comment raised a question as to 
who was intended to be the “DOE se- 
lection official” in § 470.14(f). The se- 
lection official for each region will be 
chosen by DOE in accordance with 
DOE’s financial assistance rules and 
other requirements for exercising such 
responsibility and, therefore, will be a 
person well qualified to serve in that 
capacity. 

Some comments suggested that addi- 
tional specified categories be added to 
those participants which paragraph 
(f3) appeared to favor for program 
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policy reasors. DOE believes that the 
selection process should take into ac- 
count diversity of participants without 
emphasizing any category and, accord- 
ingly, has revised paragraph (f)(3) to 
make diversity of participants, without 
mention of particular participants, a 
program policy factor. 


8. ALLOCATION OF FUNDS—§ 470.15 


Some comments were concerned 
that fiscal year (FY) 1978 funds were 
not allocated equally among the Fed- 
eral regions. As noted in the preamble 
to the proposed guidelines, DOE decid- 
ed to implement the program on a 
phased-in regional basis to maximize 
the use of limited funds. 

Several comments were concerned 
that funding might not be appropri- 
ately allocated in the event of combin- 
ing regions under section 470.12(b) in 
implementing a regional program. Sec- 
tion 470.12(b) is permissive and does 
not require the combining of any par- 
ticular regions. It does allow combin- 
ing however, particularly where the 
appropriate technology needs of re- 
gions will be better served. In the 
event of combining regions, the same 
population formula for the allocation 
of funds applies, so that the level of 
funding will be unaffected by the 
merging of the regions for administra- 
tion of the program. 

Some comments objected to the allo- 
cation of funds to regions according to 
population and suggested that other 
factors, such as the potential for the 
use of renewable resources in the 
region, be included in the allocation 
formula. It was also suggested that a 
minimum amount of funding should 
be set aside for each State in a region. 

After carefully considering these 
comments, DOE continues to believe 
that an allocation of available funds 
according to population is the most ex- 
peditious and equitable means for im- 
plementing the program to avoid the 
possibility of time consuming and sub- 
jective judgments on a number of re- 
gional variables. However, a new para- 
graph (c) has been added to provide 
for the allocation of FY 1980 and sub- 
sequent FY funds among the regions 
according to population, with each 
State within a region receiving a mini- 
mum level of financial support for its 
projects from these funds in order to 
ensure that the program reaches all 
areas of the United States. 

Some comments requested that DOE 
consider using more up-to-date popula- 
tion data in allocating funds according 
to regional population. Proposed para- 
graph (c), relettered (d), has been re- 
vised to accommodate this suggestion 
and provides that the most current of- 
ficial population data available from 
the Bureau of Census will be used. 


9. COST SHARING AND FUNDS FROM OTHER 
SOURCES—§ 470.16 


Several comments questioned the 
scope of § 470.16 and its impact on the 
evaluation and selection process. This 
provision is intended to encourage pro- 
posers to offer to share in the cost of 
projects or to arrange for others to 
provide cost sharing for their projects, 
but is not meant to impose any specif- 
ic requirement that a proposer make 
such an offer in order to be eligible for 
consideration. Moreover, while DOE 
considers it in the best public interest 
to encourage proposers to share in 
projects’ costs where appropriate, an 
offer of funds sharing or funds from 
other sources is not a criterion to be 
considered in the evaluation and selec- 
tion process. 


10. GENERAL REQUIREMENTS—§ 470.17 


Some comments suggested that lan- 
guage be included to provide flexibil- 
ity in interpreting or deviating from 
general financial assistance and pro- 
curement requirements that the pro- 
gram not be unduly restricted in its 
operations. DOE fully appreciates that 
simplified procedures are important to 
the program, and the program will en- 
deavor to employ the simplest proce- 
dures permitted by these requirements 
and, where necessary, to provide for 
deviation from any unduly onerous re- 
quirements. 

Section 470.17(a) has been revised to 
make clear that the program will be 
governed by the applicable general fi- 
nancial assistance and procurement re- 
quirements, except when the program 
guidelines provide otherwise. 


11. PROPOSAL INFORMATION—§ 470.18 


Some comments suggested that de- 
briefings be provided to unsuccessful 
proposers. In response to this sugges- 
tion, § 470.18 has been revised to make 
clear that the debriefing provision of 
DOE’s procurement regulations, which 
allows for debriefing on written re- 
quest, applies. 


C. FINAL REGULATIONS 


The regulations are adopted as pro- 
posed except for the modifications de- 
scribed above and minor clarifying and 
conforming modifications. 


(Energy Research and Development Admin- 
istration Appropriation Authorization of 
1977, Pub. L. 94-438; Department of Energy 
Organization Act, Pub. L. 95-91.) 


In consideration of the foregoing, 
Chapter II of Title 10, Code of Federal 
Regulations, is amended by establish- 
ing part 470 as set forth below, effec- 
tive August 8, 1978. 
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Issued in Washington, D.C., August 
3, 1978. 


Wiiam P. Davis, 
Dep uty Director of 
Administration. 


Chapter II of Title 10, Code of Fed- 
eral Regulations, is amended by estab- 
lishing Part 470 as follows: 


Sec. 

470.1 Purpose and scope. 

470.2 Definitions. 

470.10 Establishment of program. 
Eligibility requirements. 

ement. 
Program announcements. 
Evaluation and selection. 
Allocation of funds. . 
Cost sharing and funds from other 
sources. 

470.17 General requirements. 

470.18 Proposal information. 

470.19 Inventions and patents. 

470.20 Dissemination of information. 


AvuTHorITYy: Energy Research and Devel- 
opment Administration Appropriation Au- 
thorization of 1977, Pub. L. 95-39; Energy 
Reorganization Act of 1974, Pub. L. 93-438; 
Department of Energy Organization Act, 
Pub. L. 95-91. 


§ 470.1 Purpose and scope. 


This part contains guidelines for the 
implementation of the appropriate 
technology small grants program re- 
quired to be prescribed by section 112 
of the Act. 


§ 470.2 Definitions. 


As used in this part— 

“Act” means the Energy Research 
and Development Administration Ap- 
propriation Authorization of 1977, 
Pub. L. 95-39, 91 Stat. 180, 42 U.S.C. 
5907a. 

“Affiliate” means a small business 
concern which, either directly or indi- 
rectly, controls or has the power to 
control another concern, is controlled 
by or is within the power to control of 
another concern or, together with an- 
other business concern, is controlled 
by or is within the power to control of 
a third party, taking into considera- 
tion all appropriate factors, including 
common ownership, common manage- 
ment and contractual relationships. 

“DOE” means the Department of 
Energy. 

“ERDA-FAM” means the Energy 
Research and Development Adminis- 
tration Federal Assistance Manual (42 
FR 27630, May 31, 1977), or its DOE 
successor. 

“ERDA-PR” means the Energy Re- 
search and Development Administra- 
tion Procurement Regulations (42 FR 
48878, September 26, AaTD. or its DOE 
successor. 

“Indian tribe” means any tribe, and, 
nation, or other organized group or 
community of Indians (including any 
Alaska native village, or regional or 
village corporation as defined in or es- 
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tablished pursuant to the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act, Pub. L. 
92-203, 85 Stat. 688, which (1) is recog- 
nized as eligible for the special pro- 
grams and services provided by the 
United States to Indians because of 
their status as Indians; or (2) is locat- 
ed on, or in proximity to, a Federal or 
State reservation or rancheria, acting 
through its tribal organization. 

“Local agency” means an agency or 
instrumentality of a local government. 

“Local government” means a local 
unit of government including specifi- 
cally a county, municipality, city, 
town, township, local public authority, 
special district, intrastate district, 
council of governments, sponsor group 
representative organization, and other 
regional or intrastate government 
entity. 

“Local nonprofit organization or in- 
stitution” 
trust, foundation, trade association, or 
other institution (1) which is entitied 
to exemption under section 501(c)(3) 
of the Internal Revenue Code or (2) 
which is not organized for profit and 
no part of the net earnings of which 
inure to the benefit of any private 
shareholder or individual. 

“Program” means the appropriate 
technology small grants program. 

“Small business” means a concern, 
including its affiliates, which is orga- 
nized for profit, is independently 
owned and operated, is not dominant 
in the field of operation in which it is 
submitting a proposal to DOE, and has 
100 employees or less. 

“Standard Federal regions” means 
the 10 standard Federal regions estab- 
lished by Office of Management and 
Budget Circular A-105, entitled 
“Standard Federal Regions.” 

“State” means any of the several 
States of the United States, the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, the Commonwealth 
of Puerto Rico, and any territory or 
possession of the United States. 

“State agency” means an agency or 
instrumentality of ‘a State govern- 
ment. x 

“State government” means the gov- 
ernment of the several States, or inter- 
state organization. 

“Support” means financial support 
or award under the program by grants 
or cooperative agreements. 

“Tribal organization” means the rec- 
ognized governing body of an Indian 
tribe, or any legally established orga- 
nization of Native Americans which is 
controlled, sanctioned, or chartered by 
such governing body. 


$470.10 Establishment of program. 


There is established, under direction 
of the Assistant Secretary for Conser- 
vation and Solar Applications of DOE, 
an appropriate technology small 
grants program for the purpose of en- 
couraging development and demon- 


means any corporation, 
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stration of, and the dissemination of 
information with respect to, energy-re- 
lated systems and supporting technol- 
ogies appropriate to— 

(a) The needs of local communities 
and the enhancement of community 
self-reliance through the use of availa- 
ble resources; 

(b) The use of renewable resources 
and the conservation of nonrenewable 
resources; 

(c) The use of existing technologies 
applied to novel situations and uses; 

(d) Applications which are ‘energy 
conserving, environmentally sound, 
small scale and low cost; and 

(e) Applications which demonstrate 
simplicity of installation, operation 
and maintenance. 


§ 470.11 Eligibility requirements. 


(a) Support under this part may be 
made to individuals, local nonprofit or- 
ganizations and institutions, State and 
local agencies, Indian tribes and small 
businesses. 

(b) The aggregate amount of sup- 
port made available to any participant 
in the program, including affiliates, 
shall not exceed $50,000 during any 2- 
year period. This limitation applies 
only to support for projects and not to 
funds received by participants from 
DOE for other purposes, such as per- 
formance of services. 

(c) Projects which shall be consid- 
ered for support are those which carry 
out the purposes of the program as ex- 
pressed in §470.10 and which are 
within the following categories— 

(1) Concept development, i.e., the de- 
velopment of an idea or concept or an 
investigative finding in areas ranging 
from development of new concepts of 
energy sources to the utilization of old 
procedures or systems for a new appli- 
cation; 

(2) Development, i.e., the systematic 
use and practical application of inves- 
tigative findings and theories of a sci- 
entific or technical nature toward the 
production of, or improvements in, 
useful products to meet specific per- 
formance requirements but exclusive 
of manufacturing and production engi- 
neering. The dominant characteristic 
is that the effort be pointed toward 
specific energy problem areas to devel- 
op and evaluate the feasibility and 
practicability of proposed solutions 
and determine their parameters. De- 
velopment includes studies, investiga- 
tions, initial hardware development 
and ultimately development of hard- 
ware, systems, or other means for ex- 
perimental or operational test; or 

(3) Demonstration, i.e., the testing of 
a system or technique under operation 
conditions to show that commercial 
application is technically, economical- 
ly and environmentally feasible. 

(ad) Support for each category in 
paragraph (c) shall not, for a single 
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participant in the program, including 
affiliates, exceed the following limits 
for any project— 

(1) For concept 
-$10,000; 

(2) For development, $50,000; and 

(3) For demonstration, $50,000. 

(e) A participant may receive, under 
a subsequent program announcement, 
(i) additional support for a funded 
project or (ii) initial support for a new 
project, subject to the support limits 
set forth in paragraphs (b) and (d) of 
this section. 


§ 470.12 Management. 


(a) The program shall be managed 
by a National Program Director within 
the Office of the Assistant Secretary 
for Conservation and Solar Applica- 
tions of DOE. 

(b) The program shall be implement- 
ed regionally, based on the 10 stand- 
ard Federal regions or combinations 
thereof, to insure substantial consider- 
ation of the needs, resources, and spe- 
cial circumstances of local communi- 
ties. Regions may be combined pro- 
vided the requirements of Office of 
Management and Budget Circular A- 
105 entitled “Standard Federal Regu- 
lations” are met. Regional Program 
Managers shall design and manage the 
regional programs as directed by the 
National Program Director and shall 
consult, as appropriate, with State and 
local officials, the appropriate technol- 
ogy community and other interested 
parties. 


§ 470.13 Program announcements. 


(a) The Regional Program Managers 
shall be responsible for the prepara- 
tion of program announcements which 
solicit proposals for support under the 
program pursuant to simplified appli- 
cation procedures. Projects may be 
supported under the program only if 
they have successfully competed 
under a program announcement. 

(b) Each program announcement 
shall include— 

(1) A summary of the area(s) of pro- 
gram interest, expanded as appropri- 
ate, to include problems and objec- 
tives; 

(2) An identification of the type(s) 
of support instruments that DOE may 
use; 

(3) A time schedule for submission 
of, and action on, proposals; 

(4) Information to be provided in the 
proposals, including, as appropriate, 
the information set forth in ERDA- 
PR 9-4.5802-4(a); 

(5) Evaluation criteria, along with a 
narrative description of their relative 
‘importance; 

(6) Program policy factors; 

(7) Other applicable information, 
terms and conditions, including the de- 
sired budget format; 


development, 
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(8) Place for, and manner of, submis- 
sion; 

(9) A unique number for identifica- 
tion purposes; 

(10) A statement notifying potential 
proposers that an announcement does 
not commit DOE to pay any proposal 
preparation costs and that DOE re- 
serves the right to select for support 
any, all, or none of the proposals re- 
ceived in response to an announce- 
ment; and : 

(11) A late proposal provision. 

(c) Each program announcement 
shall be synopsized in the Commerce 
Business Daily prior to or concurrent 
with release. The program announce- 
ment also shall be announced to ap- 
propriate newspapers, trade and tech- 
nical publications, and State and local 
governments, and shall be circulated 
directly to interested individuals, enti- 
ties, and associations thereof, to the 
maximum extent feasible. 


§ 470.14 Evaluation and selection. 


(a) Prior to making a comprehensive 
evaluation of a proposal, the receiving 
office shall determine that it contains 
sufficient technical, cost, and other in- 
formation to enable comprehensive 
evaluation and that it has been prop- 
erly signed. If the proposal does not 
meet these requirements, a prompt 
reply shall be sent to the proposer, in- 
dicating the reason(s) for the proposal 
not being selected for support under 
the program announcement. A propos- 
er may correct any minor informality 
or irregularity or apparent clerical 
mistake prior to the entering into of 
grants or cooperative agreements. A 
minor informality or irregularity is 
one which is merely a matter of form 
and not of substance or pertains to 
some immaterial or inconsequential 
defect or variation from the exact re- 
quirements of the program announce- 
ment. 

(b) The Regional Program Manager 
shall select one or more technical eval- 
uation panel(s) representing several 
different disciplines to ensure ade- 
quate technical review of the propos- 
als. Each technical evaluation panel 
shall provide its findings and com- 
ments to the selection panel estab- 
lished pursuant to paragraph (e) of 
this section. In addition to the general 
criteria underlying the establishment 
of the program as set forth in § 470.10, 
the major criteria to be considered by 
each technical evaluation panel in- 
clude— 

(1) Whether the proposal is techni- 
cally feasible, including a determina- 
tion as to whether the proposed 
energy savings or energy production 
can be technically achieved; 

(2) Whether the results being pro- 
posed are capable of being measured; 

(3) Whether the proposal has a po- 
tential environmental impact; and 


(4) From a technical standpoint, 
whether the proposal can be carried 
out within the funds being requested. 

(c) Each State or combination of 
States shall nominate, and the Region- 
al Program Manager shall select, a 
State review panel for each State or 
combination, respectively. The nomi- 
nations and selections shall take into 
consideration representation on the 
panels of persons from a variety of 
backgrounds, including persons who, 
in the aggregate, are able to evaluate 
proposals of potential merit in various 
fields and from various types of pro- 
posers. Each State review panel shall 
evaluate those proposals received by it 
from the selection panel pursuant to 
Paragraph (e) of this section, and 
taking into account the findings and 
comments of the technical evaluation 
panel(s), provide its findings and com- 
ments to the selection panel. In addi- 
tion to the general criteria underlying 
establishment of the program as set 
forth in § 470.10, the criteria to be con- 
sidered by each State review panel in- 
clude— 

(1) The potential impact of the pro- 
posal on the energy needs and require- 
ments of the community or region; 

(2) The energy resource involved and 
its importance or availability to the 
community or region: 

(3) The expected energy savings or 
production that will result from the 
proposal and the significance of those 
savings or production to the energy re- 
quirements of the community or 
region; 

(4) The institutional barriers that 
may substantially affect the proposal 
and the potential of the proposal to 
deal with those barriers; 

(5) The likelihood of commercializa- 
tion or utilization of the technology, 
process, or items within the proposal 
and extent of such commercialization/ 
utilization; 

(6) The innovative nature of the pro- 


posal; 

(7) Any potential environmental im- 
pacts of the proposal upon the com- 
munity or region; 

(8) The extent to which work 
beyond the funded project period 
might be required; 

(9) The extent to which local re- 
sources, material, and manpower will 
be utilized; and 

(10) The adequacy of the business 
aspects of the proposal, including as 
required and/or appropriate, the eval- 
uations set forth in ERDA-FAM 503. 

(d) In order to assure that the pro- 
posal is accorded objective and impar- 
tial review, the technical evaluation 
and State review panel members shall 
be selected so as to avoid any actual or 
apparent conflict of interest. 

Panel members are forbidden to use 
privileged information contained in 
the proposals for personal gain or 
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other improper purposes and shall be 
required to sign a non-disclosure 
agreement prior to reviewing any pro- 
posals as provided in ERDA-PR 9- 
3.150-4 and to comply with any other 
applicable conflict of interest and non- 
disclosure of information require- 
ments. 

(e) A selection panel comprised of 
DOE personnel appointed by the re- 
gional program manager, shall, taking 
into account the findings and com- 
ments of the technical evaluation 
panel(s), forward to the appropriate 
State review panels for their evalua- 
tion those proposals judged to be of 
sufficient technical merit to warrant 
review. Following the State reviews, 
the selection panel shall, taking into 
account the findings and comments of 
the technical evaluation and State 
review panels, evaluate the proposals 
in accordance with the criteria stated 
in the program announcement and 
rank them in order of excellence. 

(f) A DOE selection official shall 
select proposals for support from the 
ranking established by the selection 
panel, taking into account the follow- 
ing program policy factors in order to 
determine the mix of proposed pro- 
jects which will best further specific 
program goals— 

(1) Regional distribution, including 
geography, population, and climate; 

(2) Project type distribution, includ- 
ing a diversity of methods, ap- 
proaches, and technologies; 

(3) Diversity of participants; and 

(4) The best overall use of the funds 
available. 


§ 470.15 Allocation of funds. 


(a) DOE shall allocate fiscal year 
1978 funds available for support 
“among the standard Federal regions I, 
II, V, [X, and X, according to popula- 
tion. 

(b) DOE shall allocate fiscal year 
1979 funds available for support 
among the standard Federal regions 
III, IV, VI, VII, and VIII, according to 
population, with any available funds 
in excess of the amount of funds allo- 
cated under paragraph (a) being allo- 
cated among all regions according to 
population. 

(c) DOE shall allocate fiscal year 
1980 funds and funds for each subse- 
quent fiscal year, available for sup- 
port, among the 10 standard Federal 
regions, according to population. For 
each fiscal year funds allocated under 
this paragraph, the minimum level of 
support for projects for each State 
within a region shall be 25 percent of 
the funds allocated to the region, di- 
vided by the number of States in the 
region. 

-(d) For the purposes of this section, 
population shall be determined by the 
most current complete national series, 
as published by the United States 
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Bureau of the Census in Current Pop- 
ulation Reports, P-25, P-26, or related 
series, except where data from the de- 
cennial census conducted by the 
Bureau of the Census is more current. 


§ 470.16 Cost sharing and funds from 
other sources. 


Proposers are encouraged to offer to 
share in the costs of their proposed 
projects or to arrange that other enti- 
ties provide cost sharing on their 
behalf. Regional program managers, 
with the consent of the proposer, may 
work with States, local governments or 
other entities to obtain supplemental 
funding. Such arrangements shall be 
handled on a case-by-case basis, taking 
into account, as appropriate, the appli- 
cable cost-sharing provisions of 
ERDA-FAM and ERDA-PR. 


§ 470.17 General requirements. 


(a) Except where this part provides 
otherwise, the submission, evaluation 
and selection for support of proposals 
under the program and the entering 
into and administration of grants and 
cooperative agreements under the pro- 
gram shall be governed by the provi- 
sions of ERDA-FAM and ERDA-PR, 
as applicable, such other procedures 
applicable to grants and cooperative 
agreements under the program as 
DOE may from time to time prescribe, 
and any Federal requirements applica- 
ble to grants and cooperative agree- 
ments under the program. 

(b) Each grant, cooperative agree- 
ment or contract under this part shall 
require that a recipient of support 
under the program submit a full writ- 
ten report of activities supported in 
whole or in part by Federal funds 
made available under the program and 
shall contain any additional report 
provisions and other provisions deal- 
ing with records, allowable expenses, 
accounting practices, publication and 
publicity, copyrights, patents, discrim- 
ination, conflict of interest, insurance, 
safety, changes, resolution of disputes 
and other standard and/or relevant 
support agreement requirements re- 
quired by, or appropriate to, the needs 
of the program. 


§ 470.18 Proposal information. 


Information contained in proposais 
shall be treated, handled and dis- 
closed, and information shall be pro- 
vided to unsuccessful proposers, in ac- 
cordance with the policies and proce- 
dures set forth in ERDA-PR 9-3.150. 


§ 470.19 Inventions and patents. 


Each grant or cooperative agreement 
under the program shall be governed 
by the provisions of section 9 of the 
Federal Nonnuclear Energy Research 
and Development Act of 1974, 42 
U.S.C. 5908, and any agreements by 
DOE to waive title to inventions that 
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may be made under the program shall 
be pursuant to the policies and proce- 
dures of the applicable provisions of 
ERDA-FAM and ERDA-PR. 


§ 470.20 Dissemination of information. 


DOE shall disseminate to the public, 
in an appropriate manner, information 
on the nature, usage and availability 
of the energy-related systems and sup- 
porting technologies developed or 
dem-onstrated under the program. In 
addition, DOE shall maintain and 
make available to recipients of support 
under the program current informa- 
tion on public and private sources of 
possible assistance for the further de- 
‘velopment and commercialization of 
their projects. 


(FR Doc. 78-21948 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[6210-01] 
Title 12—Banks and Banking 


CHAPTER lI—FEDERAL RESERVE 
SYSTEM 


SUBCHAPTER A—BOARD OF GOVERNORS OF 
THE FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 


{Reg Z; FC-0152) 
PART 226—TRUTH IN LENDING 


Official Staff Interpretations 


AGENCY: Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System. 


ACTION: Official staff 
tation(s). 


SUMMARY: The Board is publishing 
the following official staff interpreta- 
tion of regulation Z, regarding meth- 
ods by which creditors may disclose a 
hypothetical immediate increase in 
the annual percentage rate in variable 
rate mortgage transactions. The 
agency is taking this action in re- 
sponse to a request for interpretation 
of this regulation. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: On or after Sep- 
tember 7, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Anne Geary, Chief Staff Attorney, 
Division of Consumer Affairs, Board 
of Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, Washington, D.C. 20551, 
202-452-2761. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
(1) Identifying details have been de- 
leted to the extent required to prevent 
a clearly unwarranted invasion of per- 
sonal privacy. The Board maintains 
and makes available for public inspec- 
tion and copying a current index pro- 
viding identifying information for the 
public subject to certain limitations 
stated in 12 CFR part 261.6. 


interpre- 


INFORMATION 
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(2) An opportunity for public com- 
ment on an official staff interpreta- 
tion may be provided upon request of 
interested parties and in accordance 
with 12 CFR part 226.1(d)(2)ii). As 
provided by 12 CFR part 226.1(d)(3) 
every request for public comment 
must be in writing, should clearly 
identify the number of the official 
staff interpretation in question, 
should be addressed to the Secretary, 
Board of Governors of the Federal Re- 
serve System, Washington, D.C. 20551 
and must be post-marked or received 
by the secretary’s office before the ef- 
fective date of the interpretation. The 
request must also state the reasons 
why an opportunity for public com- 
ment would be appropriate. 

(3) 15 U.S.C. 1640(f). 


§ 226.8(b8), Variable rate hypothetical 
examples may be based on increases in con- 
tract interest rate rather than in APR (par- 
tially rescinds Letter 1232). 

Variable rate hypothetical examples must 
assume that rate increase is immediate and 
in specified amount; examples. showing 
changes in different amounts or at different 
times may also be given as additional infor- 
mation. 

JuLy 18, 1978. 


. This will reply to your letter of * * *, in 
which you request clarification of Public. In- 
formation Letter 1232, concerning the provi- 
sions of § 226.8(b8) with regard to variable 
rate mortgages. You ask staff to elaborate 
on methods creditors could use to determine 
the increased number of payments or the 
increased payment amount which would 
result from a hypothetical immediate in- 
crease in the annual percentage rate, in 
order to make the disclosures called for by 
§ 226.8(b)(8) (iii) and (iv). Specifically, you 
ask whether appendix B to volume I of the 
Annual Percentage Rate Tables published 
by the Board of Governors can be used to 
make such calculations. 

Use of the Board’s tables is not required 
in order to comply with the regulation, but 
the tables do provide fairly simple methods 
for determining much of the information re- 
quired to be disclosed under the regulation. 
Appendix B to volume I of the tables de- 
scribes a method of determining the amount 
of the finance charge and the amount of 
the level payment in cases where the annual 
percentage rate is known in a single advance 
transaction involving equal payments and 
equal payment periods. These formulas can 
be used to compute the information called 
for by § 226.8(b(8 iii). 

For example, assume a loan with an 
amount financed of $40,000, to be repaid in 
360 monthly instalments, with an annual 
percentage rate of 8 percent. From the 
annual percentage rate tables we can deter- 
mine that the finance charge per $100 of 
amount financed is $164.16. The total fi- 
nance charge for this loan is $65,664 
($164.16 x $40,000=$65,664) and the level 
monthly payment would be $293.51 
(($65,664 + $40,000) divided by 360). If we 
assume a hypothetical immediate increase 
of one quarter of one percent in the rate, as 
called for in § 226.8(bX8)iii), we can deter- 
mine from the tables that the finance 
charge per $100 of amount financed at an 
annual percentage rate of 8% percent is 
$170.46. The total finance charge under this 
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assumption would be $68,184 
($170.46 x $40,000 = $68,184). The level 
monthly payment amount that would be re- 
quired to amortize this hypothetically in- 
creased obligation would be $300.51 
(($68,184+$40,000) divided by 360=—$300.51), 
and this figure may be disclosed pursuant to 
§ 226.8(b)(8 (iii). Alternatively, the increase 
in the payment amount may be expressed as 
the difference between $300.51 and $293.51, 
or $7. 

Again, we would point out that use of the 
Board’s tables and the calculation methods 


- set out therein is not required in making 


Truth in Lending disclosures. You may, 
however, find the method outlined in this 
letter of some assistance in determining the 
information required to be disclosed pursu- 
ant to § 226.8(b)(8)iii). You should note 
that this method cannot be used to deter- 
mine the information required to be dis- 
closed pursuant to § 226.8(b)8)iv); use of 
volume I of the Board’s Annual Percentage 
Rate Tables requires that you know the 
number of payments involved, and that is 
the information that must be calculated. 

This information can, however, be esti- 
mated in another way. Changes in the 
annual percentage rate in variable rate 
mortgages are generally caused by changes 
in the simple contract interest rate. Since 
the results from changing the simple con- 
tract interest rate on most long-term mort- 
gages are almost equivalent to the result 
from changing the annual percentage rate, 
and since § 226.8(b8)(iv) calls for a state- 
ment of the estimated increase in the 
number of payments, it is staff’s opinion 
that a creditor may use tables based on 
simple interest rates to calculate the in- 
creased number of payments that would 
result if the interest rate were increased by 
one quarter of one percentage point. This 
approach yields an estimated figure that 
may be disclosed pursuant to 
§ 226.8(b(8)(iv). This approach may also be 
used, as an alternative to that outlined 
above, to determine the information called 
for by § 226.8(b\8 iii). To the extent that 
Public Information Letter 1232 states that 
the disclosures required by § 226.8(b)(8) (iii) 
ancl (iv) may never be made by reference to 
the contract interest rate, it is hereby re- 
cinded. If this calculation approach is taken, 
the disclosures should be expressed as the 
effects of a one quarter of one percent in- 
crease in the interest rate. 

Staff would like to point out that the al- 
ternatives expressed in this letter do not 
prohibit a creditor from basing its calcula- 
tion on an increase in the annual percentage 
rate itself, which, we understand, is a calcu- 
lation that can be made relatively simply on 
inexpensive calculators that are generally 
available on the market. The procedures 
outlined in this letter are merely viewed by 
staff as reasonable alternatives. 

You point out in your letter that lenders 
frequently do not have the authority under 
applicable statutes or the underlying con- 
tract to increase rates immediately. Rather, 
you. believe that most lenders are required 
to wait a specified period of time before ef- 
fecting a change. Moreover, you point out 
that changes in the rate may often be in in- 
erements less than the hypothetical one 
quarter of one per cent mentioned in 
§ 226.8(b)(8) (iii) and (iv). You ask, there- 
fore, whether creditors may provide. addi- 
tional examples of rate changes pursuant, to 
§ 2°26.6(c). We assume that what you wish to 
disclose are examples of the effect of rate 


changes occurring at a time later than con- 
summation of the loan as well as rate 
changes greater than or less than one quar- 
ter of one per cent. 

The disclosures called for by § 226.8(b)(8) 
dii) and (iv) must be made on the assump- 
tions (1) that the rate increase takes effect 
immediately upon consummation, and (2) 
that the increase is in a certain amount, i.e., 
one quarter of one per cent. Although credi- 
tors may not effect an increase in that par- 
ticular amount or at that particular time, 
the regulation requires that disclosures be 
made on these assumptions in order to 
ensure uniformity among lenders and to fa- 
cilitate comparisons. If a creditor wishes to 
provide further examples of the effect of a 
rate change in a different amount or at a 
different time in the loan term, this may be 
done as additional information pursuant to 
§ 226.6(c), provided the additional examples 
are not stated so as to mislead or confuse 
the customer or contradict, obscure, or de- 
a attention from the required informa- 

ion. 

This wf an official staff interpretation of 

Z, issued in accordance with 
8 226.1¢dX2) of the regulation. It will 
become effective 30 days after publication 
in the FepERAL REGISTER unless a request for 
public comment, made in accordance with 
the Board’s procedures, is received and 
granted. We will notify you if the effective 
date of the interpretation is suspended be- 
eause such a request is received. 

Sincerely 


NATHANIEL EF. BuTLer, 

Associate Director. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, August 2, 1978. 
GRIFFITH L. GARWOOD, 

Deputy Secretary 

of the Board. 

{FR Doc. 78-21944 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[6320-01] 
Title 14—Aeronautics and Space 


CHAPTER lI—CIVIL AERONAUTICS 
BOARD 


SUBCHAPTER F—POLICY STATEMENTS 


{Regulation PS-79; Amendment No. 58 to 
Part 399] 
PART 399—STATEMENTS OF 
GENERAL POLICY 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, D.C. 
AGENCY: Civil Aeronautics Board. __ 
ACTION: Final rule. 
SUMMARY: This amendment elimi- 
nates a policy statement relating to 


tariff filings, the substance of which is 
now required by law. 


DATES: Effective: August 28, 1978. 
Adopted: July 28, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


John Freeman, Attorney-Advisor, 
Rates, 1825 Connecticut Avenue 
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NW., Washington, D.C. 20428, 202- 
673-5791. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Pub. L. 95-163 now requires the Board 
to act on domestic and overseas tariff 
filings at least 15 days before the ef- 
fective date. It also amended section 
403(c) of the Federal Aviation Act to 
require air carriers and foreign air car- 
riers to file any propos@d change in 
passenger fares 45 days before the ef- 
fective date of the proposed change. 
Direct air carriers are now required to 
file any change in freight rates 60 
days before the effective date of the 
proposed change, and indirect air car- 
riers are requaired to file any change 


in freight rates 45 days before the ef- 


fective date of the proposed change. 
The Board has previously amended 
§ 221.160(a) to replace the prior 30-day 
notice period with the new statutory 
notice periods. 

As a result of these changes, the 
Board policy of providing 15 days’ 
notice of the Board’s intent to suspend 
any tariff filed earlier than 30 days 
prior to the effective date is now man- 
datory under Pub. L. 95-163. 

Accordingly, the Board amends part 
399 of its policy statements (14 CFR 
Part 399) as follows: 


1. The table of contents to part 399, 
as it appears under subchapter F of 
the Board’s regulations, is amended to 
read as follows: 


Sec. 


2 


* 4 aa * = 


Subpart C—Policies Relating to Rates and 
Tariffs 


§ 399.36 [Reserved] 


2. Section 399.36 is hereby deleted 
and reserved to read as follows: 
(Secs. 204 and 403 of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958, as amended, 72 Stat. 743, 758, as 
amended; 49 U.S.C, 1324, 1373.) 


By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 


PHYLLIS T. KAYLOR, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-21940 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 
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[3510-25] 


Title 15—Commerce and Foreign 
Trade 


CHAPTER III—INDUSTRY "AND TRADE 
ADMINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT 
OF COMMERCE 


REVIEW OF “APPLICATIONS FOR 
COMMODITIES AND TECHNICAL 
DATA FOR EXPORT TO CERTAIN 
TYPES OF FOREIGN NUCLEAR FA- 
CILITIES 


AGENCY: Office of Export Adminis- 
tration, Bureau of Trade Regulation, 
U.S. Department of Commerce. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: Certain nuclear related 
commodities previously controlled for 
export by the Office of Export Admin- 
istration (OEA) have been transferred 
to the Nuclear Regulatory Commis- 
sion, effective July 8, 1978. Multipur- 
pose commodities that might be used 
in « foreign nuclear facility and relat- 
ed technical data remain under the 
export licensing jurisdiction of the 
OEA. Under current regulations, many 
of these commodities and related tech- 
nical data, may be exported to most 
destinations under a general license 
for which no application is required 
and no validated license issued. Other 
commodities and technical data which 
require a validated license may be ex- 
ported for use or resale abroad under 
the special licensing procedures of the 
Export Administration Regulations. 

This rule requires an individual li- 
cense application to be submitted to 
the OEA for the export of any multi- 
purpose commodity or related techni- 
cal data, including commodities or 
data that might gtherwise be author- 
ized for export der the special li- 
censing procedures, if they are intend- 
ed for foreign’ nuclear facilities en- 
gaged in the production of certain sen- 
sitive nuclear related materials. This 
prior review is necessary to assure that 
the exports will not contravene the 
nuclear nonproliferation policy of the 
United States. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: August 22, 1978. 
SAVING CLAUSE 


Shipments of commodities or techni- 
cal data removed from general license 
or excluded from the special licensing 
procedure as a result of changes set 
forth in this rule which were on dock 
for lading, on lighter, laden aboard an 
exporting carrier, or in transit to a 
port of export pursuant to actual 
orders for export prior to 12:01 a.m. 
August 22, 1978 may be exported 
under the previous general license pro- 
visions or. special licensing procedure 
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up to and including September 5, 1978. 
Any such shipment not laden aboard 
the exporting carrier on or before Sep- 
tember 5, 1978, requires an individual 
validated license for export. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Charles C. Swanson, Director, Oper- 
ations Division, Office of Export Ad- 
ministration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230, 
202-377-4196. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Four types of nuclear facilities are of 
particular concern with respect to the 
nuclear nonproliferation policy of the 
United States. They are (a) facilities 
for the chemical processing of irradiat- 
ed special nuclear or source material, 
(b) facilities for the production of 
heavy water, (c) facilities for the sepa- 
ration of isotopes of source and special 
nuclear material, and (d) facilities for 
the fabrication of nuclear reactor fuel 
containing plutonium. Notwithstand- 
ing the general license provisions of 
the Export Administration regula- 
tions, an individual validated license is 
now required for the export of any 
commodity or technical data if the ex- 
porter knows or has reason to know 
that the commodity or technical data 
will be used directly or indirectly in 
designing, constructing, fabricating, or 
operating the above facilities or com- 
ponents for such facilities or the train- 
ing of personnel for such facilities. In 
addition, commodities and technical 
data may not be exported under the 
project license procedure if they are 
related to the chemical processing of 
irradiated special nuclear or source 
material, the production of heavy 
water, the separation of isotopes of 
source and special nuclear material, or 
the fabrication of nuclear reactor fuel 
containing plutonium. Also, commod- 
ities may not be supplied under the 
distribution or the service supply pro- 
cedure if they are related to the above 
activities, and approved consignees 
under the distribution license proce- 
dure must be so notified in writing by 
the U.S. exporter. 

Accordingly, the Export Administra- 
tion regulations (15 CFR Part 368 et 
seq.) are revised as follows: 


PART 371—GENERAL LICENSES 


1. Section 371.2(c)(6) is revised as 
follows: 


§ 371.2 General provisions. 
- * 
orc *.* 


(6) The commodity is related to nu- 
clear weapons, nuclear explosive de- 
vices, nuclear testing, the chemical 
processing of irradiated special nucle- 
ar or source material, the production 
of heavy water, the separation of iso- 
topes of source and special nuclear 
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material, or the fabrication of nvclear 
reactor fuel containing plutonium, as 
described in §§ 378.2 and 378.3, or the 
technical data to be exported is relat- 
ed to any of these activities, as de- 
scribed in §379.4(c1), unless the 
technical data may be exported under 
the provisions of general license 
GTDA; 


PART 373—SPECIAL LICENSING 
PROCEDURES 


2. Part 373 is revised as follows: 
§ 373.2 Project license. 


(b) Commodities, technical data, and 
activities not eligible for project li- 
cense. — 


* * * + * 


(3) The. commodities are related to 
nuclear weapons, nuclear explosive de- 
vices, nuclear testing, the chemical 
processing of irradiated special nucle- 
ar or source material, the production 
of heavy water, the separation of iso- 
topes of source and special nuclear 
material, or the fabrication of nuclear 
reactor fuel containing plutonium, as 
described in §§ 378.2 and 378.3; 

(4) The technical data are not gener- 
ally available to the public (see gener- 
al license GTDA, § 379.3) and relate to 
nuclear weapons, nuclear explosive de- 
vices, nuclear testing, the chemical 
processing of irradiated special nucle- 
ar or source material, the production 
of heavy water, the separation of iso- 
topes of source and special nuclear 
material, or the fabrication of nuclear 
reactor fuel containing plutonium, as 
described in § 379.4(c)(1); 


ee s . 
§ 373.3 Distribution. license. 


(b) ses 

(1) Commodities related to nuclear 
weapons, nuclear explosive devices, 
nuclear testing, the chemical process- 
ing of irradiated special nuclear or 
source material, the production of 
heavy water, the separation of iso- 
topes of source and special nuclear 
material, or the fabrication of nuclear 
reactor fuel containing plutonium, as 
described in §§ 378.2 and 378.3; 


mee 

(2) Notice to consignee. The letter of 
transmittal to the approved consignee 
shall (i) notify the consignee that he 
will be receiving from the exporter re- 
prints of the U:S. Department of com- 
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merce “Table of Denial and Probation 
Orders Currently in Effect” and ad- 
denda there to listing individuals and 
firms. to whom the consignee may not 
sell or otherwise dispose of the U.S. 
comnaiodities received under the distri- 
bution License, and (ii) advise the con- 
signee that, in addition to the other 
requirements set forth in this proce- 
dure, he may not sell or otherwise dis- 
pose of any such U.S.-origin commod- 
ities when he has reason to know the 
commodities will be used in designing, 
developing, or fabricating nuclear 
weapons or nuclear explosive devices; 
in devising, carrying out, or evaluating 
nuclear weapons tests or nuclear ex- 
plosions; in the chemical processing of 
irradiated special nuclear or source 
material; in the production of heavy 
water; in the separation of isotopes of 
source and special nuclear material, or 
in the fabrication of nuclear reactor 
fuel containing plutonium. If a con- 
signee is not approved, the form will 
be returned to the U.S. exporter with 
a rider stating the reason for this 
action. 


§ 373.7 Service Supply (SL) Procedure. 


(b ) ee 

(1) Parts to service commodities re- 
lated to nuclear weapons, nuclear ex- 
plosive devices, nuclear testing, the 
chemical processing of irradiated spe- 
cial nuclear or source material, the 
production of heavy water, the separa- 
tion of isotopes of source and special 
nuclear material, or the fabrication of 
nuclear reactor fuel containing pluto- 
io as described in §§378.2 and 


PART 378—SPECIAL NUCLEAR 
CONTROLS 


3. Part 378 is revised as follows: 


§ 378.1 Purpose. 

This part defines the types of export 
transactions that may not be made 
under the general license provisions of 
part 371 of this chapter because of 


_ their relationship to certain foreign 


nuclear activities. 


§ 378.2 Nuclear weapons or nuclear explo- 
sive devices. 


A validated license is required for 


export to all destinations, including 
Canada, of any commodity that:*? 


1Commodities and technical data specifi- 
cally designed or specifically modified for 
use in designing, developing, or fabricating 
nuclear weapons or nuclear explosive de- 
vices are subject to export licensing or other 


(a) Has not been specifically de- 
signed or specifically modified for use 
in designing, developing, or fabricating 
nuclear weapons or nuclear explosive 
devices, but which the exporter knows 
or has reason to know will be used for 
one or more of these purposes. 

(b) Has not been specifically de- 
signed or specifically modified for use 
in devising, carrying out, or evaluating 
nuclear weapons tests or nuclear ex- 
plosions, Qt which the exporter 
knows or has reason to know will be 
used for one or more of these pur- 


(c) Is in normal commercial use for 
other purposes but which has been 
specifically designed or specifically 
modified for use in devising, carrying 
out, or evaluating nuclear weapons 
tests or nuclear explosions, if the in- 
termediate or ultimate destination is 
subject to the jurisdiction of any coun- 
try which, at the time of export, is not 
an adherent to the “Treaty Banning 
Nuclear Weapons Tests in the Atmo- 
sphere, Outer Space and Under 
Water,” which was signed at Moscow, 
U.S.S.R., on August 5, 1963. This 
treaty is more commonly known as the 
“Limited Nuclear Test Ban Treaty,” 
and the countries adhering thereto are 
listed in supplement No. 1 to part 378. 
The provisions of § 378.2 do not apply 
to exports of any commodities de- 
scribed in this §378.2(c) if the export- 
er knows they will not be used in de- 
vising, carrying out, or evaluating nu- 
-— weapons tests or nuclear explo- 
sions. 


§ 378.3 Certain nuclear facilities. 


A validated license is required for 
export to all destinations, including 
Canada, of any commodity where the 
exporter knows, or has reason to 
know, that the commodity will be used 
directly or indirectly in designing, con- 
structing, fabricating, or operating the 
following facilities, or components for 
such facilities: 

(a) Facilities for the chemical pro- 
cessing of irradiated special nuclear or 
source material; 

(b) Facilities for the production of 
heavy water; 

(c) Facilities for the separation of 
isotopes of source and special nuclear 
material; or 


requirements of the Office of Munitions 
Control. U.S Department of State, or the li- 
censing or other restrictions specified in the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended. 

Similarly, commodities and technical data 
specifically designed or specifically modified 
for use in devising, carrying out, or evaluat- 
ing nuclear weapons tests or nuclear explo- 
sions (except such items as are in normal 
commercial use for other purposes) are sub- 
ject to the same requirements. 

2Also see §379.5(e) for special provisions 
relating to technical data for maritime nu- 
sd propulsion plants and other commod- 
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(ad) Facilities for the fabrication of 
nuclear reactor fuel containing pluto- 
nium. 


§ 378.4 Advice of manufacturer. 


An exporter who knows the com- 
modities he intends to ship are capa- 
ble of the uses described in § 378.2 or 
§ 378.3, but is not the manufacturer of 
the commodities and is not sure 
whether a validated license is _ re- 
quired, shall request a written state- 
ment from the manufacturer specify- 
ing as to whether or not such manu- 
facturer knows or has reason to know 
that the intended export requires a 
validated export license under the pro- 
visions of § 378.2 or § 378.3. If the man- 
ufacturer believes a validated export 
license is required, the exporter shall 
then apply for such license. The ex- 
porter shall retain a copy of his letter 
of inquiry and the manufacturer’s 
reply and make them available for in- 
spection upon demand by the U.S. De- 
partment of Commerce, for two years 
in accordance with the recordkeeping 
requirements of § 387.11. 


§ 378.5 Preparing application. 


An application for a license to 
export commodities subject to the pro- 
visions of §378.2 or §378.3 shall be 
prepared and submitted on Form DIB- 
622P, Application for Export License, 
in accordance with the instructions set 
forth in §372.5 with the following 
modifications: 

(a) Identification of license applica- 
tion. Enter the words “NUCLEAR 
CONTROLS” across the top of the 
Form DIB-622P, immediately above 
the printed words Application for 
Export License; 

(b) Ultimate consignee. If the ulti- 
mate consignee is not also the end 
user of the commodities, give the 
name and address of the end user in 
the “Commodity description” space of 
the application or on an attachment 
thereto, and if known, the specific geo- 
graphic locations of any installations, 
establishments, or sites at ‘which the 
commodities will be used; 

(c) Supplier. If the applicant is not 
also the manufacturer of the commod- 
ities, indicate on the application, in 
the space entitled “Commodity De- 
scription” or on an attachment, 
whether the advice of the manufactur- 
er has been received regarding the ne- 
cessity of a validated license; 

(d) Commodity description. If appli- 
cable, include a description of any spe- 
cific features of design or specific 
‘modifications which make the com- 
modity capable of the uses described 
in § 378.2 or § 378.3 above; 

(e) End-use. Include in the descrip- 
tion of the end-use, the specific end- 
use(s) the commodities will have in de- 
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signing, developing, fabricating, or 
testing nuclear weapons or nuclear ex- 
plosive devices as described in § 378.2 
or in designing, constructing, fabricat- 
ing, or operating the facilities de- 
scribed in §378.3. Fully explain the 
basis for the knowledge or belief that 
the commodities are intended for the 
purpose(s) described. 


§ 378.6 Effect of other provisions. 


If, at the time of export, a validated 
license is also required under other 
provisions of the Export Administra- 
tion regulations, the application shall 
be submitted in accordance with the 
provisions of part 378 as well as other 
applicable provisions. The require- 
ments of part 378 are applicable in ad- 
dition to, rather than in lieu of, any 
other validated license requirement 
set forth in the Export Administration 
regulations. Insofar as consistent with 
the provisions of part 378, all of the 
other provisions of the Export Admin- 
istration regulations shall apply equal- 
ly to applications for licenses and li- 
censes issued under these special pro- 
visions. 


PART 379—TECHNICAL DATA 


4, Section 379.4(c) is revised to read 
as follows: 


§ 379.4 General license GTDR: Technical 
data under restriction 


(c) Technical data restrictions appli- 
cable to all destinations. No technical 
data * (including operating and main- 
tenance instructional material) related 
to the following may be exported 
under this general license, and exports 
of technical data to all destinations, 
including Canada, require a validated 
export license: (1) Any commodity 
where the exporter knows or has 
reason to know that it is related to or 
specifically designed for, or intended 
to be used for developing or testing 
nuclear weapons or nuclear explosive 
devices (as described in § 378.2) or will 
be used directly or indirectly in design- 
ing, constructing, fabricating or oper- 
ating the following ‘facilities, or com- 
ponents for such facilities, or the 
training of personnel for such facili- 
ties (as described in § 378.3): 

(i) Facilities for the chemical pro- 
cessing of irradiated special nuclear or 
source material; 

(ii) Facilities for the production of 
heavy water; 


*This restriction ‘does not apply to data 
included in the foreign filing of a patent, 
provided such foreign filing of a patent ap- 
plication is in accordance with the regula- 
tions of the U.S. Patent Office. 
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(iii) Facilities for the separation of 
isotopes of source and special nuclear 
material, or 

(iv) Facilities for the fabrication of 
nuclear reactor fuel containing pluto- 
nium; 


* . ” * - 


(Sec. 4 Pub. L. 91-184, 82 Stat. 842. (50 
U.S.C. App. 2403) as amended; E.O. 12002, 
42 FR 35623 (1977); Department Organiza- 
tion Order 10-3, dated December 4, 1977, 42 
FR 64721 (1977); and Industry and Trade 
Administration Organization and Function 
Order 45-1, dated December 4, 1977, 42 FR 
64716 (1977). 


Dated: July 3, 1978. 


STANLEY J. MARCUSsS, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary 
for Trade Regulation. 


{FR Doc. 78-22078 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[3510-12] 


CHAPTER IX—NATIONAL OCEANIC 
AND ATMOSPHERIC ADMINISTRA- 
TION, DEPARTMENT OF COM- 
MERCE 


PART 917—NATIONAL SEA GRANT 
PROGRAM FUNDING REGULA- 
TIONS ; 


identification of Additional National 
Needs and Problems 


AGENCY: Office of Sea Grant, Na- 
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad- 
ministration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce. : 


Action: Amendment to final regula- 
tions. 


SUMMARY: This notice lists 14 addi- 
tional national needs and problems 
with respect to ocean and coastal re- 
sources which have been identified by 
the Secretary of Commerce as directed 
by section 206(a) of the National Sea 
Grant Program Improvement Act of 
1976 (90 Stat. 1961, 1965; 33 U.S.C. 
1121, et. seq.). The first such need was 
published in 15 CFR 917.21 (43 FR 
15309), Apr. 11, 1978. Section 206(a) of 
the act authorizes the Secretary of 
Commerce to make grants or enter 
into contracts for the purpose of re- 
searching such needs or problems, 
which grants or contracts may equal 


-up to 100 percent of the individual 


project cost involved. Further details 
are provided in 15 CFR 917.21, refer- 
enced above. 

DATE: Effective August 8, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 
Dr. Ned A. Ostenso, Director, Office 
of Sea Grant, Page Building 1, 3300 
Whitehaven Street NW., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20235, 202-634-4120. 
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Section 917.21 is amended in para- 
graph (c) by adding new subpara- 
graphs (2) through (15). 


§ 917.21 National needs and problems. 


(c) **+ fs 

(2) Formulate improved schemes for 
the management of all fisheries within 
the 200-mile fisheries zone under U.S. 
jurisdiction. 

(3) Expand the mix of seafood prod- 
ucts produced in the U.S. and develop 
appropriate mechanisms for market- 
ing them domestically and in foreign 
markets. 

(4) Improve the prediction of ex- 
treme natural events at coastal loca- 
tions (such as flooding by tsunamis or 
wind setup and waves and surf result- 
ing from severe storms) and the prepa- 
ration of coastal communities to avoid 
property loss and take appropriate 
action to safeguard life. 

(5) Ascertain the potential effects on 
Federal and State laws of agreement 
or nonagreement on a comprehensive 
Law of the Sea Treaty. 

(6) Reexamine the ocean as an ap- 
propriate place for the disposal of 
wastes from land-based society. 

(7) Reduce the recurring economic 
loss due to corrosion of structures, ves- 
sels, and other devices in the marine 
environment. 

(8) Develop productive and profit- 
able mariculture industries in the 
United States and technology that can 
be exported to other regions of the 
world with different climatic, cultural, 
and economic constraints. 

(9) More fully explore the marine 
biochemical resources and carry out 
their pharmacological, chemical, and 
biological evaluation. 

(10) Thoroughly explore, and exploit 
where possible, all options for practi- 
cal extraction of energy from the 
oceans. 

(11) Develop rapid, efficient and spe- 
cific methods for assaying the poten- 
tial of marine waters or marine ani- 
mals to communicate disease to 
humans. 

(12) Gain a fundamental under- 
standing of the processes by which 
biological fouling is initiated upon ma- 
terial surfaces exposed to natural sea 
water. 

(13) Completely and objectively ex- 
amine the social and economic impacts 
of marine mammal protection and 
project these into the future. 

(14) Improve understanding of the 
flow fields and mixing processes on 
the continental shelves of the United 
' States and the determining mecha- 

nisms. 


(15) Define the processes that deter- 
mine ocean variability on the time 
scale of a few weeks to a few years, 
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and the relationship to fluctuations in 
global and regional climate and prima- 
ry productivity. 
Dated: August 1, 1978. 
T. P. GLEITER, 
Assistant Administrator for Ad- 
ministration, National Ocean- 
ic and Atmospheric Adminis- 
tration, NOAA. 
{FR Doc. 78-21997 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[4910-22] 
Title 23—Highways 


CHAPTER I—FEDERAL HIGHWAY AD- 
MINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION 


SUBCHAPTER G—ENGINEERING AND TRAFFIC 
OPERATIONS 


PART 626—PAVEMENT DESIGN 
POLICY 


AGENCY: Federal Highway Adminis- 
tration, DOT. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) issues regula- 
tions pertaining to the _ structural 
design of pavements and guidance for 
Federal-aid participation in pavement 
structures. 

General pavement design policy has 
been combined with guidance for de- 
termining Federal-aid participation in 
stage construction projects since stage 
construction principles are most often 
used in building the pavement struc- 
ture. The regulation applies to all Fed- 
eral-aid projects which involve pave- 
ment construction. Procedures are 
simplified by eliminating lengthy and 
complex instructions. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: August 7, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Alan R. Steger, Office of Engineer- 
ing, 202-426-0327; or Lee J. Burstyn, 
Office of the Chief Counsel, 202- 
426-0799. Federal Highway Adminis- 
tration, 400 Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20590. Office 
hours are from 7:45 a.m. to 4:15 p.m. 
e.t., Monday through Friday. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
This regulation supersedes Policy and 
Procedure Memoranda (PPM’s) 20-4 
and 20-4(1); Instructional Memoranda 
(IM’s) 21-1-62 and 21-1-67; and Circu- 
lar Memoranda (CM’s) dated May 9, 
1967 and November 23, 1964 (all now 
located in the Federal-Aid Highway 
Program Manual (FHPM) volume 6, 
chapter 3, section 2, subsection 4 and 
et 6, chapter 2, section 4, subsec- 
on 1. 


'The Federal-Aid Highway Program 
Manual (FHPM) is available for tnspection 


Note.—The Federal Highway Administra- 
tion has determined that this document 
does not contain a major proposal according 
to the criteria established by the Depart- 
ment of Transportation pursuant to Execu- 
tive Order 12044. 


This regulation is issued under the 
authority of 23 U.S.C. sections 109 (a), 
(b), and (c), and 315 and the delega- 
tion of authority in 49 CFR 1.48(b). : 


Issued on: July 25, 1978. 


H. A. LINDBERG, 
Associate Administrator for 
Engineering and Traffic 
Operations. 


In consideration of the foregoing, 
Title 23, Code of Federal Regulations, 
Chapter I, is amended by adding a new 
part 626 to read as follows: 


Sec. 

626.1 fn 

626.3 Definitions. 

626.5 Policy. 

626.7 Project procedures. 


AUTHORITY: 23 U.S.C. 8§ 109 (a), (b), and 
{c) and 315; 49 CFR 1.48(b). 


§ 626.1 Purpose. 


The purpose of this regulation is to 
set forth pavement design policy for 
Federal-aid highway projects. 


§ 626.3 Definitions. 


(a) “Stage construction’”’—construc- 
tion of portions of the ultimate struc- 
tural design at separate times. 

(b) “Ultimate structural design’— 
the structural design of the pavement 
needed to accommodate the types and 
volumes of traffic, and other condi- 
tions, forecast for the design life of 
the roadway. 


§ 626.5 Policy. 


(a) Design procedure—The ‘“Ameri- 
can Association of State Highway and 
Transportation Officials (AASHTO) 
Interim Guide for Design of Pavement 
Structures, 1972” 2 is approved for ap- 
plication on Federal-aid highway pro- 
jects. Pavement design may be based 
upon other procedures and practices 
of individual agencies that by past per- 
formance have proved satisfactory for 
the pertinent conditions; however, the 
Federal Highway Administration will 
use this guide to evaluate the adequa- 
cy of design. 

(b) Design period—The design period 
for pavements on Federal-aid projects 
should be appropriate for the particu- 
lar conditions. For interstate projects, 
the design period shall be 20 years 
from the date of approval of the plans, 
specifications, and estimate. 


and copying as prescribed in 49 CFR part 7, 
appendix D. . 

?This Interim Guide is available for exam- 
imation as prescribed in 49 CFR Part 7, Ap- 
pendix D or for purchase from American 
Association of State Highway and Transpor- 
tation Officials, Suite 225, 444 North Cap- 


itol Street NW., W: D.C, 20001. 
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(c) Safety—Each Federal-aid project 
involving construction of the pave- 
ment surface, including each stage of a 
stage construction project as described 
in paragraph (d) of this section, shall 
have a skid resistant surface. 

(d) Stage Construction—The ulti- 
mate structural design for a pavement 
may be built by stage construction on 
any Federal-aid project. Except as pro- 
vided in $626.7 of this part, Federal- 
aid funds of the appropriate class may 
be used for the construction of each 
stage. 


§ 626.7 Project procedures. 


(a) Where stage construction is used 
on a Federal-aid project, the ultimate 
structural design shall be documented 
at the time of approval of the plans, 
specifications, and estimate (PS&E) 
for the initial project. If the perform- 
ance’ of the first stage indicates a need 
for revision in the structural design of 
a subsequent stage, the costs of such a 
revision are eligible for Federal. par- 
ticipation. 

(b) Each stage shall be designed to 
minimize later adjustments to such 
things as drainage structures, curbs, 
and guardrails. Where adjustments 
are necessary, their costs are eligible 
for Federal participation. Necessary 
attendant costs for such items as 
maintaining traffic, pavement mark- 
ing, and skid resistant surface courses 
are also eligible. 

(c) Regular Federal-aid interstate (I) 
funds, authorized by section 108(b) of 
the Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1956, 
as amended, may be used for addition- 
al stages of construction only on main- 
line roadways and ramps, including 
shoulders, and only when the original 
project providing for the pavement 
construction was: 

(1) Identified as a stage construction 
project and the ultimate structural 
design documented at the time of ap- 
proval of the plans, specifications, and 
estimate, or 

(2) Authorized prior to October 24, 
1963, and it has since been determined 
that the pavement structure will not 
provide satisfactory performance 
through the original 20-year design 
period. 

(d) Requests for Interstate funding 
of stage construction projects de- 
scribed in paragraph (c)(2) of this sec- 
tion, shall be limited to the difference 
between the thickness actually con- 
structed and the thickness that would 
have been required at the time of ap- 
proval of the original plans, specifica- 
tions, and estimate in order to result 
in a terminal serviceability of 2.0 at 
the end of 20 years. The extent of par- 
ticipation should be based upon the 
“AASHTO Interim Guide.for Design 
of Pavement. Structures, 1972” with 
updated traffic and materials data. 
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(e) Regular Federal-aid interstate (1) 
funds are eligible for necessary atten- 
dant costs in conjunction with stage 
construction projects but (I) funds 
shall not be used for rehabilitation or 
restoration of the existing pavement. 


(FR Doc. 78-21949 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4910-22] 


PART 650—BRIDGES, STRUCTURES, 
AND HYDRAULICS 


Special Bridge Replacement Program; 
Revision 


AGENCY: Federal Highway Adminis- 
tration, DOT. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This document revises 
the special bridge replacement pro- 
gram in order to provide a broader and 
simplified implementation of the pro- 
gram by the Federal aid recipients. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: August 9, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Lester A. Herr, Chief, Bridge Divi- 
sion, Office of Engineering, 202-426- 
0426; or Lee J. Burstyn, attorney, 
Office of the Chief Counsel, 202- 
426-0799; Federal Highway Adminis- 
tration, 400° Seventh Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20590. Office 
hours are from 7:45 a.m. to 4:15 p.m. 
e.t., Monday through Friday. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On August 14, 1974, at 39 FR 29174 
regulations were established to specify 
the manner in which, and the condi- 
tions upon which, States may apply 
for, and secure, Federal aid funds for 
the replacement of deficient bridges 
on the Federal aid highway systems. 
The revised regulations published 
herein modify the existing program by 
providing more simplified procedures 
and a broader scope of Federal aid. 
Eligible projects now include costs of 
right-of-way, utility relocation or ad- 
justments. 

This revision codifies the policies 
and procedures contained in the Fed- 
eral-Aid Highway Program Manual, 
volume 6, chapter 7, section 4, subsec- 
tion 1.' 

Nore.—The Federal Highway Administra- 
tion has determined that this document 
does not contain a major proposal according 
to the criteria established by the Depart- 
ment of Transportation pursuant to E.O. 
12044. 


Issued on July 25, 1978. 


H. A. LINDBERG, 
Associate Administrator for 
Engineering and Traffic Operations. 


In consideration of the foregoing, 
subpart D of part 650, chapter I of 


'This document is available for inspection 
and copying in accordance with the provi- 
sions of 49 CFR. Part 7, App. D. 
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title 23 of the Code of Federal Regula- 
tions is revised to read as follows: 


Subpart D—Special Bridge Replacement 
Program 


Sec. 

650.401 6 

650.403 Definition of terms. 

650.405 Eligible projects. 

650.407 Application for bridge replace- 
ment. 

650.409 Evaluation and disposition of ap- 
plications. 

650.411 Procedures for bridge replacement 
projects. 

650.413 Funding. 


AUTHORITY: 23 U.S.C. §144 and 315; 49 
CFR 1.48(b). 


Subpart D—Special Bridge 
Replacement Program 


§ 650.401 Purpose. 


To prescribe policies and outline pro- 
cedures for administering the special 
bridge replacement program in accord- 
ance with 23 U.S.C. 114. 


§ 650.403 Definition of terms. 


As used in this regulation: 

(a) “Bridge”’—a structure, including 
supports, erected over a depression on 
an obstruction, such as water, a high- 
way, or a railway, having a track or 
passageway for carrying traffic or 
other moving loads, and having an 
opening measured along the center of 
the roadway of more than 20 feet be- 
tween undercopings of abutments or 
spring lines of arches, or extreme ends 
of the openings for multiple boxes; it 
may include multiple pipes where the 
clear distance between openings is less 
than half of the smaller contiguous 
opening. 

(b) “Sufficiency rating’—the nu- 
merical rating of a bridge based on its 
structural adequacy and safety, essen- 
tiality for public use, and its service- 
ability and functional obsolescence. 

(c) “Topographical barrier’”—geo- 
graphical features such as ravines, 
gorges, sloughs, valleys, and railroad 
tracks. 

(d) “Waterway”—oceans, gulfs, bays, 
rivers, streams, creeks, canals, lakes, 
ponds, swamps, and flood plains. 


§ 650.407 Eligible projects. 


(a) General. Bridges which span wa- 
terway and other topographical bar- 
riers and are on any of the Federal aid 
highway systems are eligible for re- 
placement under the special bridge re- 
placement program. The replacement 
structure must meet the current geo- 
metric and construction standards re- 
quired for the type and volume of traf- 
fic which the facility will carry over its 
design life. 

(b) Types of projects which are eligi« 
ble. The following types of work are 
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eligible for participation in the special 
bridge replacement program: 

(1) Total replacement of a structur- 
| ally inadequate or functionally obso- 
! lete bridge at or very close to its exist- 
: ing location. 

(2) Complete relocation of a struc- 
turally inadequate or functionally ob- 
solete bridge with a new facility con- 
structed in the same general traffic 
corridor. A nominal amount of ap- 
proaches, sufficient to connect the 
new facility to the existing roadway or 
to return the gradeline to an attain- 
able touchdown point in accordance 


-. with good design practice, is also eligi- 


ble. 

(3) Partial replacement: When the 
substructure of a bridge is structurally 
adequate to safely support a new su- 
perstructure conforming to current 
geometric and structural standards, 
the necessary substructure modifica- 
tions and the superstructure construc- 
tion are eligible. 

(c) Ineligible work. Except as other 
wise prescribed by the Federa: High- 
way Administrator, the costs of long 
approach fills, causeways, connecting 
roadways, interchanges, ramps, and 
other extensive earth structures, when 
constructed beyond the attainable 
touchdown point, are not eligible 
under the special bridge replacement 
program. 


§$ 650.409 Application for bridge replace- 


ment. 


(a) A State participates in the spe- 
cial bridge replacement program by 
conducting bridge inspections and sub- 
mitting the appropriate number of 
computer cards containing the infor- 
mation called for on the structure in- 
ventory and appraisal (SI&A) sheet 
for bridges on the Federal aid highway 
systems. These requirements are pre- 
scribed in the National Bridge Inspec- 
tion Standards, 23 CFR _ 650.307, 
650.311. Inventory data and computer 
cards are submitted to the Division 
Administrator of the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) for process- 
ing. 
(b) Original and revised data relat- 
ing to bridges which a State has desig- 
nated as candidates for replacement 
may be submitted as available and 
shall be submited at such additional 
times as the FHWA may request. 

(c) Bridges that have been strength- 
ened or repaired to eliminate deficien- 
cies or that have been replaced using 
other funds shall be withdrawn as can- 
didates by notifying the Office of En- 
gineering through the Division Admin- 
istrater of the changes along with the 
reason for the change in status. 


§ 650.411 Evaluation and disposition of 
applications. 


(a) Suj¥iciency rating of candidate 
bridges. Upon receipt and evaluation 
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of applications, a sufficiency rating 
will be assigned to each bridge in ac- 
cordance with the approved AASHTO 
sufficiency rating formula. The suffi- 
ciency rating will be used as a basis for 
establishing priority for replacement 
of bridges; the lower the rating, the 
higher the priority. 

(b) Selection of bridges for inclusion 
in State program. After evaluation of 
applications and assignment of suffi- 
ciency ratings, FHWA will provide the 
State with a selection list of bridges 
within the State that have the highest 
priority for replacement. From that 
list or from previously furnished selec- 
tion lists, the State may select bridge 
replacement projects. 


§ 650.413 Procedures for bridge replace- 
ment projects. 


(a) Submission and approval of pro- 
jects. Bridge replacement projects 
shall be submitted by the State and re- 
viewed by the FHWA in accordance 
with 23 CFR part 630, subpart A, Fed- 
eral-Aid Programs, Approval and Au- 
thorization. 


(b) Completion of projects. (1) Each 
approved project will be designed, con- 
structed, inspected for acceptance, and 
maintained in the same manner as 
other Federal aid projects on the 
system on which the project is located. 

(2) Whenever a deficient bridge is re- 
placed by a new bridge under the spe- 
cial bridge replacement program, the 
deficient bridge shall be closed to ve- 
hicular traffic at the earliest date pos- 
sible following the opening of the re- 
placement bridge. 


§ 650.415 Funding. 


(a) Funds authorized for carrying 
out the special bridge replacement 
program are available for obligation at 
the beginning of the fiscal year for 
which authorized and remain available 
until expended. Funds are allocated to 
the States on the basis of comparative 
bridge replacement needs. Funds allo- 
cated to a State and not obligated 
within a reasonable period by that 
State may, after appropriate notifica- 
tion, be withdrawn for redistribution 
to other States. 


(b) The Federal share payable on ac- 
count of any project carried out under 
23 U.S.C. 144 shall not exceed 75 per- 
cent of the eligible cost thereof. 


(FR Doc. 78-21933 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4510-26] 
Title 29—Labor 


CHAPTER XVII—OCCUPATIONAL 
SAFETY AND HEALTH ADMINIS- 
TRATION, DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 


PART 1910—OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY 
AND HEALTH STANDARDS 


Occupational Exposure to Cotton 
Dust; Corrections 


AGENCY: The Occupational Safety 
and Health Administration, Depart- 
ment of Labor. 


ACTION: Final rule; corrections. 


SUMMARY: This notice announces 
further corrections to the cotton dust 
standard which appeared in the FrepER- 
AL REGISTER on June 23, 1978 (43 FR 
27350). 


EFFECTIVE DATE: September 4, 
1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Gail Brinkerhoff, Office of Com- 
pliance Programs, OSHA, Third 
Street and Constitution Avenue 
NW., Room N-3112, Washington, 
D.C. 20210, telephone 202-523-8034. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On June 23, 1978, an occupational 
safety and health standard for expo- 
sure to cotton dust, with an accompa- 
nying explanation, was published in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER (43 FR 27350, 
FR Doc. 178-17232) as 29 CFR 
1910.1043. There were a number of 
minor typographical errors and inad- 
vertent omissions in the June 23, 1978, 
document. On June 30, 1978, a docu- 
ment was published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER (43 FR 28473), correcting 
some of the errors and omissions 
which were in the cotton dust stand- 
ard and appendices portion of the 
June 23, 1978, document. This docu- 
ment corrects errors and omissions 
which were in the preamble to the 
cotton dust standard, and a few errors 
remaining in the standard and appen- 
dices of the June 23, 1978, document. 

Accordingly, FR Doc. 78-17232 ap- 
pearing at 43 FR 27350, is corrected as 
follows: 

1. Page 27350, column 2, line 4, 
“(law)” is corrected to read “(raw)”. 

2. Page 27350, column 2, line 7, ‘(da)’ 
is corrected to read “‘(c)”. 

3. Page 27350, column 2, line 35, 
insert ‘(c) and (e)” after “§ 1910.1043”. 

4. Page 27351, column 3, line 7, 
“56212” is corrected to read “S-6212”. 

5. Page 27352, column ‘3, line 25, 
“MIOSH” is_ corrected to read 
“NIOSH”. 
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6. Page 27352, column 3, third para- 
graph, line 7, “Ex. 46” is deleted after 
“Ex. 41”. 

7. Page 27353, column 1, second 
paragraph, line 18, “22” is deleted 
after “21”. 

8. Page 27353, column 1, third para- 
graph, line 10, “Ex. 47, No. 18” is de- 
leted. 

9. Page 27353, column 1, third para- 
graph, line 10, “Ex. 46, p. 1” is correct- 
ed to read “‘Ex. 46, p. 10”. 

10. Page 27353, column 2, line 3, “Ex. 
47, Ref. No. 18” is deleted after “Ex. 
41, p. 6”. 

11. Page 27353, column 2, line 3, “Ex. 
46, p. 1” is corrected to read “Ex. 46, p. 
10”. 

12. Page 27354, column 1, second 
paragraph, line 6, “48” is deleted after 
“gq”. 

13. Page 27354, column 3, line 15, 
“Ex. 11” is corrected to read “Ex. 51”. 

14. Page 27354, column 3, fourth 
paragraph, lines 3 and 4 “(e.g. Ex. 
65a)” is deleted after the word “‘isolat- 
ed”’. 

15. Page 27357, column 3, second 
paragraph, line 11, insert “(Ex. 38d)” 
after “Dr. Merchant”. 

16. Page 27357, column 3, third para- 
graph, line 8, “Tenet” is corrected to 
read “‘tenet”’. ; 

17. Page 27360, column 1, line 2, “‘Ex. 
16, No. 76” is corrected to read “Ex. 6, 
No. 76”. 

18. Page 27360, column 1, first para- 
graph, lines 31 and 32, “(Ex. 6, No. 2)’ 
is corrected to read “(Ex. 6 No. 66)’’. 

19. Page 27360, column 1, first para- 
graph, line 32, insert ‘“(Ex. 6, No. 14)”, 
after the words “Schrag and Gullett.” 

20. Page 27360, column 2, first para- 
graph, line 18, “Ex.” is deleted before 
“TR 460”. 

21. Page 27360, column 2, second 
paragraph, line 5, “Ex. 4168” is cor- 
rected to read “TR 4168”. 

22. Page 27360, column 2, second 
paragraph, line 17, “have” is corrected 
to read “has”. 

23. Page 27360, column 3, first para- 
graph, line 1, “merchant” is corrected 
to read ““Merchant”’. 

24. Page 27360, column 3, first para- 
graph, lines 4 and 5, “(Ex. a6, No. 55 p. 
229)”, is corrected to read ‘“(Ex. 6, No. 
55).” 

25. Page 27361, column 1, line 6, 
“Burman” is corrected to read 
“Barman”. 

26. Page 27361, column 2, line 30, 
“Ex. 93,” is corrected to read “Ex. 
93b”’. : 

27. Page 27361, column 2, third para- 
graph, lines 9 and 10, “Ex. 99-C’”’ is de- 
leted after ‘(e.g. Ex. 128 A,)’”’. 

28. Page 27362, column 2, first para- 
graph, lines 14 and 15, insert “(Ex. 
93f)” after “Parnell’’. 

29.:Page 27362, column 3, first para- 
graph, lines 12 and 13, “(Tr. 442)” is 
deleted after the word “equipment”. 
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30. Page 27363, column 1, third para- 
graph, line 10, “(ACTWU, p. 35)” is 
corrected to read “(Ex. 78, p. 35)’’. 

31. Page 27363, column 1, third para- 
graph, line 17, “(ACTWU, p. 28)” is 
corrected to read “‘(Ex. 78, p. 28)”. 

32. Page 27363, column 2, third para- 
graph, line 16, “Ex. 37, 7” is corrected 
to read “Ex. 38, 7’. 

33. Page 27363, column 2, fourth 
paragraph, line 19, “Ex. 17” is correct- 
ed to read “Ex. 16”. 

34. Page 27363, column 3, first para- 
graph, lines 27, 28 and 29 “(National 
Cotton Council Special Session on 
Cotton Dust, p. 31)” is corrected to 
read ‘‘(Ex. 72b, p. 31)”. 

35. Page 27364, column 1, third para- 
graph, line 5, the word “‘which” is de- 
leted after the words “fabric bags’’. 

36. Page 27364, column 3, first para- 
graph, line 17, ‘‘(Ex. 16, A-9)’” is cor- 
rected to read “(IIS, A-9)’’. 

37. Page 27364, column 3, first para- 
graph, line 17, ‘(Ex. 16, A-9)” is cor- 
rected to read “(IIS, A-9)”’. 

38. Page 27365, column 1, first para- 
graph, lines 13 and 14, “(Ex. 1, Mer- 
chant)” is corrected to read, “(Ex. 1)’. 

39. Page 27365, column 2, second 
paragraph, line 8, “(Ex. 16, A-6)” is 
corrected to read ‘‘(IIS, A-6)”’. 

40. Page 27365, column 2, second 
paragraph, line 14, “(Ex. 16, A-6)” is 
corrected to read “(Ex. 78, p. 21)’. 

41. Page 27365, column 2, second 
paragraph, line 31, “(ACTWU p. 21).” 
is corrected to read “(Ex. 78, p. 21)’. 

42. Page 27365, column 3, line 18, 
“Ex. 37” is corrected to read “Ex. 38, 
7” 


43. Page 27365, column 3, first para- 
graph, line 6, “(Ex. 16, A-9)”’ is correct- 
ed to read “(TIS, A-9)’’. 

44, Page 27365, column 3, first para- 
graph, line 11, “(Ex. 16, A-9)” is cor- 
rected to read “ “(IIS, A-9)” 

45. Page 27365, column 3, third para- 
graph, line 8, “(ACTWU, Appendix 
G)” is corrected to read “(Ex. 78, Ap- 
pendix 7)’. 

46. Page 27365, column 3, fifth para- 
graph, line 4, “(Appendix K, 
ACTWOU)” is corrected to read “(Ex. 
78, Appendix 11)’. 

47, Page 27365, column 3, fifth para- 
graph, lines 8 and 9, “(ACTWU, Ap- 
pendix G)” is corrected to read, “(Ex. 
78, Appendix 7)’. . 

48. Page 27365, column 3, fifth para- 
graph, line 11, “(ACTWU, p. 21),” is 
corrected to read “(Ex. 78, p. 21)”. 

49. Page 27366, column 1, line 6, “(p. 
32 ACTWU)” is corrected to read “(Ex. 
78, p. 32)”. 

50. Page 27366, column 1, line 11, 
“(Ex. 37, 7)” is corrected to read “(Ex. 
38, 7)”. 

51. Page 27366, column 1, fourth 
paragraph, line 5, “Ex. 37” is corrected 
to read “Ex. 38, 7”. 

52. Page 27366, column 1, second 
paragraph, lines 6 and 7, the word “‘to- 
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tally” is deleted, ending the sentence 
after the words “dust control system.” 

53. Page 27366, column 1, sixth para- 
graph, line 13, “(Ex. 37, 7)” is correct- 
ed to read “‘(Ex. 38, 7)’. 

54. Page 27366, column 2, first para- 
graph, line 16, “(Ex. 16)” is corrected 
to read “(IIS, A-31)”. 

55. Page 27366, column 2, third para- 
graph, line 13, “(Ex. 16)” is corrected 
to read “(IIS, A-35)’’. 

56. Page 27366, column 2, sixth para- 
graph, line 1, ‘“(p. 21)” is corrected to 
read “‘(Ex. 78, p. 21)”. 

57. Page 27366, column 3, first para- 
graph, line 6, “‘(Ex. 16)” is corrected to 
read “(IIS, A-35)”’. 

58. Page 27366, column 3, second 
paragraph, line 12, “(RTI, Ex. 16)’ is 
corrected to read ‘‘(IIS, A-36)”’. 

59. Page 27366, column 3, fourth 
paragraph, line 7, “(Ex. 37, 7)’ is cor- 
rected to read “‘(Ex. 38, 7)”. 

60. Page 27367, column 1, first para- 
graph, line 1, ‘“(p. 19)” is corrected to 
read “(Ex. 78, p. 19)”. 

61. Page 27367, column 2, second 
paragraph, line 3, the word “either” is 
deleted after the words, “which yarn 
is’’. 

62. Page 27367, column 2, second 
paragraph, line 9, “Ex. 16, A-40” is 
corrected to read “IIS, A-40”’. 

63. Page 27367, column 3, first para- 
graph, line 18, “Ex. 37, 7” is corrected 
to read, “Ex. 38, 7”. 

64. Page 27367, column 3, second 
paragraph, line 17, “Ex. 37, 7” is cor- 
rected to read “Ex. 38, 7’’. 

65. Page 27367, column 3, fourth 
paragraph, lines 10 and 11, “(Ex. 37- 
7)” is corrected to read “(Ex. 38, 7)’. 

66. Page 27368, column 2, fourth 
paragraph, lines 5 and 6, “(Booker, p. 
2, Cotton Waste Recyclers)” is correct- 
ed to read “(Ex. 97b)’’. 

67. Page 27368, column 3, third para- 
graph, line 11, ‘(Ex. 16, IV-17)” is cor- 
rected to read ‘“(IIS, IV-17)”. 

68, Page 27368, column 3, third para- 
graph, lines 13 and 14, “(Ex. 16, IV- 
17)” is corrected to read “(IIS, IV- 
17)”. 

69. Page 27368, column 3, fourth 
paragraph, line 14, “(Ex. 16, IV-18)” is 
corrected to read “(IIS, IV-18)’. 

70. Page 27369, column 1, lines 16 
through 19, “The National Association 
of Bedding Manufacturers (NABM) 
conferred with vendors (p. 50)’ is cor- 
rected to read, “The National Cotton 
Batting Institute (NCBI) conferred 
with vendors”. 

71. Page 27369, column 1, first para- 
graph, lines 12 and 13, “(National 
Cotton Council of America, EIS)’, is 
corrected to read, “(Ex. 95f)’’. 

72. Page 27369, column 2, third para- 
graph, lines 2 and 3, insert “(Ex. 93j)’’, 
after the words, “the National Cotton- 
seed Producers Assoc”’, 
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73. Page 27369, column 3, first para- 
graph, line 9, “(pp. 30-39)” is corrected 
to read “(Ex. 93f, pp. 30-39)”. 

74. Page 27370, column 3, second 
paragraph, lines 1, 2 and 3, the first 
part of the sentence “In addition, tes- 
timony (e.g., in statements by Harold 
Imbus and Hovan Hocutt) made clear” 
is corrected to read ‘‘In addition, state- 
ments by Harold Imbus and Hovan 
Hocutt, (Ex. 47, 60) made clear’’. 

75. Page 27371, column. I, line 4, 
“(PH 3, App. K)” is corrected to read 
“(Ex. 143, Appendix K)’. 


76. Page 27372, column 2, line 6,° 


“Moreover,” is corrected to read 
“However’”’. 

77. Page 27372, column 2, line 12, 
“However,” is corrected to read “‘More- 
over”. 

78. Page 27374, column 1, first para- 
graph, line 11, ‘and’ is corrected to 
read “an”, after the words “the costs 
of’. 

79. Page 27374, column 1, second 
paragraph, line 2, the word “in” is de- 
leted. 

80. Page 27374, column 2, line 20, the 
words “data available assumptions 
made by” are corrected to read “data 
available and assumptions made by”. 

81. Page 27374, column 3, first para- 
graph, line 15, “(Ex. 93i)” is corrected 
to read “(Ex. 93j)’”’. 

82. Page 27374, column 3, first para- 
graph, line 19, insert ‘‘(Ex. 93i)”” after 
the word “Industry”. 

83. Page 27374, column 3, third para- 
graph, line 12, “(CEx. 93, pp. 305)’ is 
corrected to read “‘(Ex. 93j, p. 5)’’. 

84. Page 27374, column 3, third para- 
graph, line 20, “(Ex. 93i, p. 62)” is cor- 
rected to read “(Ex. 93j, p. 62)”. 

85. Page 27375, column 1, third para- 
graph, lines 14 and 15 “(IISs pp. AA- 
46, IV-21, V-38, V-39, and V-41)” is 
corrected to read “(IIS pp. IV-21, V- 
38, V-39 and V-41)”’. 

86. Page 27375, column 1, fifth para- 
graph, line 1, “Donald Wiseman” is 
corrected to read “Donald Wissman”’. 

87. Page 27375, column 1, fifth para- 
graph, line 19, “Mr. Wiseman” is cor- 
rected to read “Mr. Wissman’’. 

88. Page 27375, column 3, lines 2 and 
3, “(Ex. 93i, p. 62)” is corrected to read 
“(Ex. 93j, p. 8, 62)”. 

89. Page 27375, column 3, lines 9 and 
10, ““(Ex. 93i p. V11-9)” is corrected to 
’ read “(Ex. 93i, p. V11-2)’”. 

90. Page 27375, column 3, line 34, 
“(Ex. 93J, ppl. 12, 13, 14” is corrected 
to read “(Ex. 93j, pp. 12, 13, 14)”. 

91. Page 27375, column 3, second 
paragraph, line 1, “,” is deleted after 
the word “losses’’. 

92. Page 27375, column 3, second 
paragraph, line 2, “,” is deleted after 
“8.7 million”. 

93. Page 27376, column 2, second 
paragraph, lines 18 and 19, insert “.” 
after “¢(American Yarn Spinners Asso- 
ciation)”. 
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94. Page 27376, column 2, fifth para- 
graph, line 7, insert the words “in 
warehouses”, after the words “existing 
exposure levels’. 

95. Page 27377, column 1, third para- 
graph, lines 13 and 14, the words 
“were based on industry estimates” 
are corrected to read “were not based 
on industry estimates”. 

96. Page 27378, column 1, line 11, 
“(TR 2566-2517)” is corrected to read 
“(TR 2566-2567)”. 

97..Page 27378, column 2, first para- 
graph, line 2, “of the final’ is deleted 
after the word “final”. i 

98. Page 27379, column 1, first para- 
graph, line 9, the words “or cough, 
chronic obstructive” are corrected to 
read “cough, or chronic obstructive”. 

99. Page 27379, column 1, second 
paragraph, lines 19 and 20, “I” is de- 
leted after the words “byssinosis prev- 
alence”’. 

100. Page 27379, column 3, first para- 
graph, line 5, ‘“estimeted” is corrected 
to read “estimated”. 

101. Page 27379, column 3, first para- 
graph, line 6, insert the words “of the” 
after the words “as a result”. 

102, Page 27380, column 3, first para- 
graph, line 15, ‘1.0 ug/m3” is correct- 
ed to read “1.0 mg/m3”. 

103. Page 27381, column 1, second 
paragraph, lines 7 and 8, “introduced” 
is corrected to read “introduction”’. 

104. Page 27381, column 2, second 

paragraph, line 4, insert ““(Ex. 103; Ex. 
104)” after the words “brief periods”’. 
. 105. Page 27381, column 2, second 
paragraph, line 7, insert “(Ex. 103, 
Section IID” after the words “hours 
per year”. 

106. Page 27381, column 2, third 
paragraph, lines 4 and 5, insert “(Ex. 
103, Section I)” after the words 
“cotton bale handler”. 

107. Page 27381, column 2, third 
paragraph, line 4, insert “(Ex. 103)” 
after the word “exposure”. 

108. Page 27381, column 2, fourth 
paragraph, line 4, insert “(Ex. 103, 
Section III)” after the words “struc- 
ture of the industry”. 

109. Page 27381, column 3, first para- 
graph, line 6, insert “(41 FR 56503)” 
after the words “which process 
cotton.” 

110. Page 27381, column 3, second 
paragraph, line 4, imsert “(Ex. 56).” 
after the word “facility.” 

111. Page 27381, column 3, second 
paragraph, line 16, insert “(TR 2228)” 
after the word “compress.” 

112. Page 27381, column 3, second 
paragraph, lines 18 and 19, insert 
“(Ex. 95b, p. 12)” after the words 
“warehouse operations.” 

113. Page 27381, column 3, third 
paragraph, line 1, insert “(Ex. 99f)” 
after the words “English willowers.” 

114. Page 27381, column 3, fourth 
paragraph, line 1, insert ‘(Ex. 38f, ap- 


pendix 5)” after the words “A NIOSH 
survey.” 

115. Page 27381, column 3, fourth 
paragraph, line 4, “3.6-10.9 pg/m3”’ is 
eorrected to read “3.6-10.9 mg/m3.” 

116. Page 27381, column 3, fourth 
paragraph, line 6, “0.24-0.43 ng/m3”’ is 
corrected to read “0.24-0.43 mg/m3.” , 

117. Page 27381, column 3,. fourth 
paragraph, line 16, insert “(TR 1053)” 
after the word “symptoms”. 

118. Page 27381, column 3, fifth 
paragraph, line 4, insert ‘“(Ex. 6, No. 
71)” after the words “among 26 gar- 
netters”’. 

119. Page 27382, column 1, line 5, 
“1.0 pe/m3” is corrected to read ‘1.0 
mg/m3”’. 

120. Page 27382, column 1, line 5, 
imsert ‘“(Ex. 145)” after the words “re- 
spirable dust’”’. 

121. Page 27382, column 1, first para- 
graph, line 4, insert “(Ex. 128M)” after 
the words “half of the workers’’. 

122. Page 27382, column 1, first para- 
graph, lines 8 and 9, insert ‘(Ex. 
128K)” after the words “byssinotic 
symptoms”. 

123. Page 27382, column 1, third 
paragraph, line 14, the sentence begin- 
ning “The resulting dust levels” is cor- 
rected to read “However, in his study 
the resulting dust levels”. 

124. Page 27382, column 1, third 
paragraph, lines 21 and 22, insert 
“(Ex. 381, Appendix 8; Ex. 49; Ex: 94; 
Ex. 96)” after the words “processed 
eotton.” 

125. Page 27382, column 1, fourth 
paragraph, line 4, insert “(Ex. 6, No. 
110; Brit. J. Ind. Med., 30:237-47, 
1973)” after “Merchant’’. 

126. Page 27382, column 2, lines 3 
and 4 “post-preparation areas, due 
possibly to adherence” is corrected to 
read “post-preparation areas. This 
effect was due possibly to adherence’”’. 

127. Page 27382, column 2, line 17, 
insert the word “thoroughly” after the 
words “‘only cotton”. 

128. Page 27383, column 1, second 
paragraph, line 4, “cotton dust raw” is 
eorrected to read “cotton dust (raw)’’. 

129. Page 27383, column 2, first para- 
graph, line 6, “(TR. 996)” is deleted 
after “ACTWU”. 

130. Page 27383, column 2, first para- 
graph, line 7, insert “(Ex. 108)” after 
the words “North Carolina Depart- 
ment of Labor”. 

131. Page 27383, column 2, third 
paragraph, lines 15 and 16, “plus or 
minun 25 percent or 95 percent”’ is cor- 
rected to read “plus or minus 25 per- 
cednt for 95 percent”. 

132. Page 27383, column 3, second 
paragraph, line 5, insert ‘“(Ex. 108)” 
after the words “Department of 
Labor’”’. 

133. Page 27383, column 3, second 
paragraph, lines 13 and 14, the sen- 
tence beginning “Dr. Neefus supported 
this position” is corrected to read “Dr. 
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John Neefus of Burlington Industries 
supported this position’. 

134. Page 27383, column 3, second 
paragraph, line 17, insert “(Ex. 49)” 
after the word “determined”. 

135. Page 27383, column 3, third 
paragraph, line 3, ‘(PH No. 36)” is cor- 
rected to read “(Ex. 162)’’. 

136. Page 27383, column 3, third 
paragraph, lines 10 and 11, insert 
“(Ex. 14)” after the words “perform- 
ing the measurements.” 

137. Page 27383, column 3, fourth 
paragraph, lines 7 and 8, ‘(2000- 
20003)” is corrected to read “(TR 
2000-2003).” 

138. Page 27384, column 1, lines l 
and 2, “(TR 4154)” is corrected to read 
(Ex. 198; TR. 4154)”. 

139. Page 27385, column 2, subpara- 
graph 2 of the first paragraph, line 5, 
“with one year” is corrected to read 
“within one year”. 

140. Page 27385, column 2, fourth 
paragraph, line 10, ‘“(Ex. Ref 109)” is 
corrected to read “(Ex. 6, No. 109)”. 

141. Page 27385, column 2, fifth 
paragraph, lines 10 and 11, the word 
“textile” is deleted after the words, 
“large number of”’. 

142. Page 27387, column 3, line 14, 
“that employer sassure” is corrected 
to read “that an employer assure’”’. 

143. Page 27387, column 3, first para- 
graph, line 12, “medical protection” is 
corrected to read “medical removal 
protection”’, 

144. Page 27388, column 1, first para- 
graph, line 30, “Ex. 16, p. IV-30,” is 
corrected to read “(IIS, p. IV-30)”’. 

145. Page 27388, column 1, first para- 
graph, lines 31 and 32, “Tr. 2369” is 
deleted after “Ex. 17, pp. 5-7”. 

146. Page 27388, column 1, first para- 
graph, line 36, “(Ex. 16, p. IV-26)” is 
corrected to read “(IIS, p. IV-26)”. 

147. Page 27388, column 1, second 
paragraph, lines 9 and 10, “(Ex. 16, pp. 
IV-30-31)” is corrected to read “(IIS, 
pp. IV-30-31)”’. 

148. Page 27388, column 1, second 
paragraph, line 16, “(Ex. 16, p. IV-390)” 
is corrected to read “(IIS, p. IV-30)”’. 

149. Page 27388, column 1, second 
paragraph, line 24, “(Ex. 16, p. IV-31)” 
is corrected to read “‘(IIS, p. IV-31)’’. 

150. Page 27388, column 2, first para- 
graph, line 3, ‘(Ex. 85, p. 2)” is correct- 
ed to read “(Ex. 78, p. 2)”. 

151. Page 27388, column 2, second 
paragraph, line 1, “At noted above” is 
corrected to read “As noted above”’. 

152. Page 27388, column 2, second 
paragraph, line 24, “(Ex. 16, p. IV-27)” 
is corrected to read “(IIS, p. IV-27)”. 

153. Page 27388, column 3, first para- 
graph, lines 11 and 12, “(Ex. 16, p. IV- 
27; knitting)” is corrected to read 
“(IIS, p. IV-27)”. , 

154. Page 27388, column 3, first para- 
graph, line 16, “(Ex. 95d, p. 6)” is cor- 
rected to read “(Ex. 95d, p. 8)”. 
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155. Page 27388, column 3, second 
Paragraph, line 2, “(Ex. 78; p. 2)” is 
corrected to read ‘“(Ex. 95d, p. 3)’. 

156. Page 27388, column 3, third 
paragraph, lines 8 and 9, “(Ex. 16, IV- 
28)” is corrected to read “(IIS, IV- 
28)”. . 

157. Page 27388, column 3, third 
paragraph, line 13, “(Ex. 16, IV-28)” is 
corrected to read “‘(IIS, IV-28)”. 

158. Page 27389, column 2, lines 5 
and 6, “automatic carousel” is correct- 
ed to read “automatic Karousel’”’. 

159. Page 27389, column 2, lines 7 
and 8, “(Ex. 16, A-6)” is corrected to 
read “(IIS, A-6)”’. 

160, Page 27389, column 2, line 10, 
“(Ex. 16, A-9)” is corrected to read 
“(IIS, A-9)”. 

161. Page 27389, column 2, lines 19 
and 20, “(Ex. 16, A-44)” is corrected to 
read “(IIS, A-44)”. 

162. Page 27389, column 2, lines 23 
and 24, “‘(Ex. 16, A-46)” is corrected to 
read “‘(IIS, A-46)’’. 

163. Page 27390, column 2, second 
paragraph, lines 10, 11, 12, 13 and 14, 
the sentence beginning, ‘‘Whatever 
the ramifications * * *” is corrected to 
read, “OSHA’s adoption of the abbre- 
viated form of the standard retesting 
questionnaire should reduce the prob- 
lem no matter what ramifications of 
employee familiarity there are’. 

164. Page 27391, column 1, fourth 
paragraph, line 12, “Appendix B”’ is 
corrected to read “Appendix D’”’. 

165. Page 27391, column 2, second 
paragraph, lines 10 and 11, “adminis- 
trative personnel to conduct testing 
Burlington Industries’. is corrected to 
read “administrative personnel to con- 
duct testing. (e.g. Burlington Indus- 
tries)’. 

166, Page 27391, column 3, first para- 
graph, lines 25 and 26; “(Ex. 38, pp. 
15-16)” is corrected té read “(Ex. 38a, 
pp. 15-16)”. 

167. Page 27392,-column 1, second 
paragraph, line 2, ‘“(Tr. 1768-69; p. 
1573)” is corrected to read “(TR 1768- 
69)”. 

168. Page 27392, column 1, third 
paragraph, line 6, “(Ex. 39(a) p. 16)” is 
corrected to read “(Ex. 38a, p. 16)’. 

169. Page 27392, column 3, first para- 
graph, line 9, “(Ex. 38 p. 18)” is cor- 
rected to read ‘‘(Ex. 38a, p. 18)’. 

170. Page 27392, column 3, first para- 
graph, line 15, “‘byssionsis” is correct- 
ed to read “‘byssinosis”’. 

171. Page 27396, column 1, eighth 
paragraph, line 2, “(i)” is deleted after 
“(g)(1)”. 

172. Page 27396, column 2, para- 
graph (f)(2)(iv), line 3, “50x” is cor- 
rected to read “100x’’. 

173. Page 27397, column 1, para- 
graph (h)(3)i), line 6, insert “(the ab- 
breviated questionnaire, App. B-III)” 
after the word “questionnaire’”’. 

174. Page 27399, column 1, para- 
graph III (f), line 3 the phrase “16 
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inches of mercury” is corrected to read 
“17 inches of mercury”. 

175. Page 27399, column 2, para- 
graph IV(c)(7), line 2, the phrase ‘14 
in. of Hg vacuum” is corrected to read 
“17 in. of Hg vacuum”’. 

176. Page 27418, column 3, the first 
full sentence from the top of the page 
beginning “Persons who successfully 
complete * * *” is deleted. 

177. Page 27362, column 2, first para- 
graph, lines 13—15, delete “(National 
Cottonseed Producers. Association, 
Parnell)” and insert “(Ex, 95F; Ex. 97f; 
Ex. 99e)” after “standard”. : 

178. Page 27368, column 2, second 
line from the top of the page, insert 
(Ex. 72b, p. 32)” after “officers’’. 

179. Page 27372, column 3, second 
paragraph, line 3, insert “and for all 
other industries” between “$79,668”, 
and $136,088”. 

180. Page 27382, column 3, last line, 
insert “recognizes the use of area sam- 
pling for periodic environmental moni- 
toring. Presently, OSHA” after 
“OSHA”, 


(Secs. 6, 8, 84 Stat. 1593, 1599 (29 U.S.C. 655, 
657); Secretary of Labor’s Order 8-76 (41 FR 
25059); 29 CFR Part 1911). 


Signed at Washington, D.C., this 3d 
day of August 1978. 


EULA BINGHAM, 
Assistant Secretary of Labor. 


{FR Doc. 78-22136 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4510-26] 


PART 1910—OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY 
AND HEALTH STANDARDS 


PART 1928—OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY 
AND HEALTH STANDARDS FOR 
AGRICULTURE 


Occupational Exposure to Cotton Dust 
in Cotton Gins; Corrections 


AGENCY: The Occupational Safety 
and Health Administration, Depart- 
ment of Labor. 


ACTION: Final rule; corrections. 


SUMMARY: This notice announces 
further corrections to the occupation- 
al safety and health standard on expo- 
sure to cotton dust in cotton gins 
which appeared in the FEDERAL REGIS- 
TER. on June 23, 1978 (43 FR 27418). 


EFFECTIVE DATE: September 4, 
1978, except that some provisions are 
effective September 4, 1979. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Gail Brinkerhoff, Office of Com- 
pliance Programs, OSHA, Third 
Street. and Constitution Avenue 
NW., Room N-3112, Washington, 
D.C. 20210, telephone 202-523-8034. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On June 23, 1978, an occupational 
safety and health standard for expo- 
sure to cotton dust in cotton gins, with 
an accompanying explanation, was 
published in the FPepERAL REGISTER (43 
FR 27418, FR Doc. 78-17233) as 29 
CFR 1910.1046. There were a number 
of minor typographical errors and in- 
advertent omissions in the document. 
On June 30, 1978, a document was 
published (43 FR 28474) which cor- 
rected a number of errors and omis- 
sions in the standard and appendixes. 
This document corrects errors in the 
preamble to the standard on exposure 
to cotton dust in cotton gins and a few 
remaining errors in the standard and 
appendixes of the June 23, 1978, docu- 
ment. Among the corrections is the de- 
letion of all medical questionnaires in 
appendix B except for Appendix B-II, 
The Respiratory Questionnaire for 
Non-Textile Workers for the Cotton 
Industry. This questionnaire is the ap- 
propriate version for cotton gin work- 
ers. A Spanish translation of the ques- 
tionnaire, published as part of this 
document, is to be used for Spanish- 
speaking workers. 


On June 30, at 43 FR 28474 a new 
Subpart I—Toxic and Hazardous Sub- 
stances, consisting of § 1928.113, Erpo- 
sure to Cotton Dust in Cotton Gins, 
was added to part 1928. The text of 
section 1928.113 is identical to the text 
of § 1910.1046 as published in the Fep- 
ERAL REGISTER Of June 23 (43 FR 
27434). Therefore, the corrections 
made below to section 1910.1046 are 
also made to § 1928.113. 


Accordingly, FR Doc. 78-17233 ap- 
pearing at 43 FR 27418 and corrected 
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at 43 FR 28474 is corrected as follows: 

1. Page 27419, column 1, second 
paragraph, line 6, “ball’”’ is corrected to 
read “boll.” 

2. Page 27420, column 2, first para- 
graph, line 5, “39.4%” is corrected to 
read “38.4%.” 

3. Page 27425, column 2, third para- 
graph, line 2, “date’’ is corrected to 
read “data.” 

4. Page 27425, column 3, third para- 
graph, line 15, insert ‘‘$” before “.8 
million.” 

5. Page 27426, column 2, second 
paragraph, lines 10 and 11, “did not 
explicity calculate” is corrected to 
read “did not explicitly calculate.” 

6. Page 27427, column 1, third para- 
graph, lines 5 and 6, the words “as- 
sured are not current” are deleted. 
End of sentence is corrected to read 
“not use current salary data.” 

7. Page 27427, column 1, third para- 


graph, line 12, insert the word “dif- | 


fernces” so that sentence is corrected 
to read “there may be some differ- 
ences due to types and sizes of gins.” 

8. Page 27428, Table 1, delete minus 
signs (—) on “—.8 annual,” “—.7 Ist 
year” and “‘—.5 annual thereafter.” 

9. Page 27428, column 3, second par- 
tial paragraph, lines 1 and 2, “(draft, 
pp. 62-83)” is deleted after the word 
“cotton dust.” 

10. Page 27429, column 1, second 
paragraph, line 22, “Siroemeter’” is 
corrected to read “Spirometer.” 

11. Page 27429, column 3, line 10, 
insert the word “in” after the word 
“repeated.” 

12. Page 27431, column 1, first para- 
graph, line 28, “(Ex. 107a p. 8)” is cor- 
rected to read “‘(Ex. 107, p. 8).” 


13. Page 27432, column 1, first para- 
graph, line 3, “(Appendix B SP II)” is 
corrected to read “(Appendix B-I).” 

14. Page 27432, column 1, first para- 
graph, line 4, “(Appendix B IV)” is 
corrected to read “(Appendix B-II).” 

15. Page 27432, column 2, second 
paragraph, line 22, “‘(Ex. 2, No. 59)” is 
corrected to read “(Ex. 6, No. 59).” 

16. Page 27432, column 2, third para- 
graph, line 12, insert “of the program 
now includes” after “part”. 

17. Page 27434, column 1, second 
paragraph, lines 12-13, delete “longitu- 
dinal dose-response’”’. 

18. Page 27434, column 2,- second 
paragraph 2, line 5-7, the words “Ap- 
pendices A and E contain recommen- 
dations and, therefore, are not intend- 
ed * * *”. is corrected to read “Appen- 
dix A contains recommendations and, 
therefore, is not intended * * *” 

19. Page 27436, column 3, paragraph 
(j) is corrected to read as follows: (J) 
Appendixes (1) Appendixes B, C, and 
D in this section are incorporated as 
part of this section and the contents 
of these appendixes are mandatory. 

(2) Appendix A contains information 
which is not intended to create any ad- 
ditional obligations not otherwise im- 
posed or to detract from any existing 
obligations. 

20. Page 27436, column 3, fifth para- 
graph, line 1, “Recommendations” is 
corrected to read “Requirements”. 

21. Page 27437, “Appendix B-I” is 
deleted in its entirety. 

22. Page 27441, “Appendix B-II”’ is 
renumbered “Appendix B-I.” 

23. Page 27449, a new “Appendix B- 
II,” the text of which is published 
below, is added to follow after renum- 
bered Appendix B-I (see item 22). 
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APENDICE B-IT 


CUESTIONARIO RESPIRATORIO PARA TRABAJADORES 
4 
QUE NO SEAN DE TEXTIL DE LA INDUSTRIA ALGODONERA 





Numero de identificacién Clave del entrevistador 





Fecha de entrevista 


A. iDENTIFICACION 





1. NOMBRE (Apel lido) (Nombre de pila)- Num. de telefond 4. % 


Area ( ) Num. de Seguro Socie 











2. DIRECCION ACTUAL (Numero,Calle,Ciudad o 5. Fecha de 6. Edad 
Pueblo, Condado, Estado, Zona Nacimiento 
Postal) Mes/Dia/Ano 








7. SEXO 
1 LT Varen 2 LE Titembra 


8. RAZA 


1. £7 Blanco,no de origen hispano 
2. £7 Negro, no de origen hispano 
3. [J Hispano 

rs OU ste Americano o Nativo de 





5. [74 Hiitlee o de islas pacificas 
6- [7 otro 








9. ALTURA MEDIDA 10. PESO MEDIDO 17. TURNO DE. TRABAJO 
(cn) Mieke § 3 


12. SITIO DE TRABAJO ACTUAL 
Indique el sitio de trabajo asignado y el porcentaje de tiempo q 
pasa en ese lugar. Si trabaja en otros sitios, por favor indique 
esos lugares y e] porcentaje de tiempo qué pasa en cada uno. 


SITIO DE TRABAJO 
PRIMARIO 




















TRABAJO ESPECIFICO 


13. |NDUSTRIA APROPIADA 
1 {-] ‘Desperdicios de 3 [7] Aimacen de algoddn 5/ / Clasificacion de algodo 


macuina garnet 
2 £7 Fabrica de aceitede 4 [77 Uti lizacion 6 [7 Desmotador 
semilla de algodén 


XK Proveer su nimero de sequro social es voluntario. El rehuso de proveer 
este nimero no afecta ningun derecho, beneficio, © privilegio al cual 
ud, podria tener derecho. Su numero de seguro social ha sido requerido 
desde que este permite el uso de determinaciones én el futuro en la 
busqueda de estudios estaticales. 


Registro Federal, Vol. 43, No. 122, Viernes 23 de juino de 1978. 
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24. Page 27449, “Appendix B-III” is 
deleted in its entirety. 

25. Page 27451, “Appendix B-IV” is 
deleted in its entirety. 

26. Page 27463, column 3, paragraph 
IV, lines 6-8, the sentense beginning 
“Persons who successfully complete 
* * *” is deleted. 


(Secs. 6, 8, 84 Stat. 1593, 1599 (29 U.S.C. 655, 
657); Secretary of Labor’s order 8-76 (41 FR 
25059); 29 CFR Part 1911.) 


Signed at Washington, D.C., this 3d 
day of August 1978. 


EvuLa BINGHAM, 
Assistant Secretary of Labor. 


{FR Doc. 78-22135 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4510-29] « 


CHAPTER XXV—PENSION AND 
WELFARE BENEFIT PROGRAMS 


SUBCHAPTER C—REPORTING AND DISCLO- 
SURE UNDER THE EMPLOYEE RETIREMENT 
INCOME SECURITY ACT OF 1974 


PART 2520—RULES AND REGULA- 
TIONS FOR REPORTING AND DIS- 
CLOSURE 


Clarification of Final Regulations 
AGENCY: Department of Labor. 


ACTION: Clarification of final regula- 
tions. 


SUMMARY: This document contains 
a table of contents and clarification of 
part 2520 of the rules and regulations 
of the Department of Labor under the 
Employee Retirement Income Securi- 
ty Act of 1974 (ERISA) applicable to 
reporting and disclosure by employee 
benefit plans. This clarification and 
publication of the table of contents of 
regulations under part 2520 will 
remove any confusion which may have 
arisen as a result of publication on 
July 19, 1977 and March 10, 1978 of 
certain regulations which were not re- 
vised and of a table of contents which 
did not contain reference to all report- 
ing and disclosure regulations. Persons 
required to comply with these regula- 
tions should be aware that no substan- 
tive changes are being made to the 
regulations. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Joe Bodner, Office of Regulatory 
Standards and Exceptions, Pension 
and Welfare Benefit Programs, U.S. 
Department of Labor, Washington, 
D.C. 29216, 202-523-7901. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On March 10, 1978, the Department of 
Labor adopted certain final regula- 
tions concerning annual reporting re- 
quirements under section 103 of the 


INFORMATION 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Employee Retirement Income Securi- 
ty Act of 1974 (ERISA). In connection 
with the adoption of these regulations, 
the table of contents of regulations 
was amended to include these regula- 
tions in the appropriate subparts. The 
table of contents, in describing these 
subparts, however, did not repeat re- 
ferecnces to final regulations previous- 
ly adopted in these subparts and un- 
changed by the March 10, 1978 regula- 
tions. 

On July 19, 1977, the Department 
adopted certain final and interim reg- 
ulations concerning the form, content, 
and distribution of the summary plan 
description furnished to plan partici- 
pants and beneficiaries and filed with 
the Department. In connection with 
publishing these regulations, certain 
final sections were republished with- 
out change to provide a comprehen- 
sive package of regulations which 
would be helpful to the public. 

To avoid any confusion as to which 
regulations have been revised by the 
Department respecting reporting and 
disclosure under ERISA, a guide de- 
scribing affected sections of the regu- 
lations is provided and the table of 
contents of regulations is reprinted. 

In subpart A, no amendments to 
§ 2520.101-1 were issued and therefore 
it remains unchanged. 

In subpart B, § 2520.102-1 was not 
amended and therefore remains un- 
changed. At 42 FR 37178, July 19, 
1977, §§ 2520.102-2 and 2520.102-4 were 
reproduced without change and 
§ 2520.102-3 was revised. 

In subpart C, §§ 2420.103-1 through 
2520.103-11 were revised at 43 FR 
10130, March 10, 1978. 

In subpart D, no amendments were 
issued to §§2520.104-1, 2520.104-2, 
2520.104-3, 2520.104-22, 2520.104-23, 
2520.104-24 and 2520.104-25, and 
therefore they remain unchanged, At 
42 FR 37178, July 19, 1977, §§2520.104- 
4, 2520.104-5, 2520.104-6, 2520.104-26 
and 2520.104-27 were revised and 
2520.104-28 was added. At 43 FR 
10130, March 10, 1978, §§2520.104-20, 


2520.104-21, 2520.104-41, 2520.104-42,° 


2520.104-43, 2520.104-44, 2520.104-45 
and 2520.104-46 were revised. 

In subpart E, at 42 FR 37178, July 
19, 1977, § 2520.104a-1 was reproduced 
without change, § 2520.104a-2 was net 
addressed but was set out in full, and 
§§ 2520.104a-3 and 2520.104a-5 were re- 
vised. Subsequently, § 2520.104a-5 was 
redesignated as 2520.104a-7 at 42 FR 
60898, November 29, 1977 and new 
§ 2520.104a-5 was added at 43 FR 
10130, March 10, 1978. Sections 
2520.104a-4 and 2520.104a-6 were re- 
vised at 43 FR 10130, March 10, 1978. 

In subpart F, at 42 FR 37178, July 
19, 1977 §§ 2520.104b-1 and 2520.104b-3 
were reproduced without change and 


§§ 2520.104b-2 and 2520.104b-4 were 
revised. No amendments were made to 
§§ 2520.104b-5, 2520.104b-10, 
2520.104b-11, 2520.104b-12 and 
2520.104b-30 and therefore’ they 
remain unchanged. 

For the convenience of the user, fol- 
lowing is a table of contents with foot- 
notes indicating the sections published 
on July 19, 1977, November 29, 1977, 
and March 10, 1978. 


Subpart A—General Reporting and Disclosure 
Requirements 


Sec. 
2520.101-1 Duty of reporting and disclo- 
sure. 


Subpart B—Contents of Plan Description and 
Summary Pian Description 


2520.102-1 Plan description form. 

2520.102-2 Style and format of summary 
plan description.’ 

2520.102-3 Contents of summary plan de- 
scription. ' 

2520.102-4 Option for different summary 
plan descriptions.' 


Subpart C—Annual Report Requirements 


2520.103-1 Content of annual report.? 

—— ronebiy Content of annual report for a 

insurance arrangement.” 

2520 10 103-3 Exemption from certain annual 
reporting requirements for assets held 
in a common or collective trust fund.? 

2520.103-4 Exemption from certain annual 
reporting requirements for assets held 
in an insurance company pooled sepa- 
rate account.? 

2520.103-5 Transmittal and certification of 
information to plan administrator for 
annual reporting purposes. ? 

2520.103-6 Definition of reportable trans- 
action for annual return/report.? 

2520.103-7 Special accounting rules for 
plans filing the initial annual report.? 

2520.103-8 Limitation on scope of account- 
ant’s examination.? 

2520.103-9 Direct filing rules for bank 
common and collective trusts and insur- 
ance carrier pooled separate accounts.” 

2520.103-10 Format and _ contents of 
Annual Return/Report financial sched- 


ules. 
2520.103-11 Assets held for investment 
purposes.? 


Subpart D—Provisions Applicable to Both 
Reporting and Disclosure Requirements 


2520.104-1 General. 

2520.104-2 Postponing effective date of 
annual reporting requirements and ex- 
tending WPPDA reporting require- 


ments. . 

2520.104-3 Deferral of certain initial re- 
porting and disclosure requirements. 
2520.104-4 Alternative method of compli- 

ance for certain successor pension 


i) ¥ 

2520.104-5 Deferral of certain reporting 
and disclosure requirements relating to 
the summary plan description for wel- 
fare plans.' 


142 FR 37178, July 19, 1977. 
243 FR 10130, March 10, 1978. 
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Sec. ’ 

2520.104-6 Deferral of certain reporting 
and disclosure requirements relating to 
the summary plan description for pen- 
sion plans.' 

2520.104-20 Limited exemption for certain 
small welfare plans.? 

2520.104-21 Limited exemption for certain 
group insurance arrangements.” 

2520.104-22 Limited exemption for appren- 
ticeship plans. 

2520.104-23 Alternative method of compli- 
ance for pension plans for certain select- 
ed employees. 

2520.104-24 Exemption for welfare plans 
for certain selected employees. 

2520.104-25 Exemption from reporting and 
disclosure for day care centers. 

2520.104-26 Limited exemption for certain 
dues financed welfare plans maintained 
by employee organizations. ' 

2520.104-27 Alternative method of compli- 
ance for certain dues financed pension 
plans maintained by employee organiza- 


tions.' 

2520.104-28 Extension of time for filing 
and disclosure of the initial summary 
plan description.' 

2520.104-41 Simplified annual reporting re- 
quirements for plans with fewer than 
100 participants. ? 

2520.104-42 Waiver of certain actuarial in- 
formation in the annual report.? 

2520.104-43 Exemption from annual re- 
porting requirement for certain group 
insurance arrangements.” 

2520.104-44 Limited exemption and alter- 
native method of compliance for annual 
reporting by unfunded or insured wel- 
fare and pension plans.? 

2520.104-45 Temporary exemption from re- 
porting insurance fees and co ions 
for insured plans with fewer than 100 
participants.? 

2520.104-46 Waiver of examination and 
report of an independent qualified 
public accountant for employee benefit 
plans with fewer than 100 participants.” 


Subpart E—Reporting Requirements 
2520.104a-1 Filing with the Secretary of 
Labor.’ 


2520.104a-2 Plan description reporting re- 
quirement.' 

2520.104a-3 Summary Plan Description.’ 

2520.104a-4 Material modifications to the 
plan and changes in plan description in- 
formation.” 

2520.104a-5 Annual report filing require- 
ments.” 

2520.104a-6 Annual reporting for plans 
which are part of a group insurance ar- 
rangement.? 

2520.104a-7 Summary of material modifi- 
cations.* 


Subpart F—Disclosure Requirements 


2520.104b-1 Disclosure.' 

2520.104b-2 Summary plan description. ' 

2520.104b-3 Summary of material modifi- 
cations to the plan and changes in the 
information required to be included in 
the summary plan description. ' 

2520.104b-4 Alternative method of compli- 
ance for furnishing pension plan docu- 
ments to retired participants and their 
beneficiaries and separated participants 
with vested benefits. ' 


342 FR 60898, November 29, 1977—Redes- 
ignated from 2520.104a-5 published 42 FR 
37178, July 19, 1977. 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Sec. 

2520.104b-5 ERISA Notice. 

2520.104b-10 Summary annual report. 

2520.104b-11 Summary annual report for 
plans which are of a group insurance ar- 
rangement. 

2520.104b-12 Summary Annual Report for 
1975 Plan Year—Optional method of 
distribution for certain multiemployer 


plans. 
2520.104b-30 Charges for documents. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on this 
4th day of August 1978. 


J. VERNON BALLARD, 
Deputy Administrator, Pension 
and Welfare Benefit Programs, 
Labor-Management Services 
Administration. 


{FR Doc. 78-22178 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[3710-08] 
Title 32—National Defense 


CHAPTER V—DEPARTMENT OF THE 
ARMY 


{AR 290-5] 


PART 553—ARMY NATIONAL 
CEMETERIES 


Arlington National Cemetery; Eligibil- 
ity for Inurnment of Cremated Re- 
mains in Columbarium 


AGENCY: Department of the Army, 
DOD. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: A Columbarium for the 
inurnment of cremated remains is 
being constructed in Arlington Nation- 
al Cemetery and is expected to be 
completed in 1979. The Columbarium 
will be a sepulchral .vvault composed of 
niches each of which is designed to 
permanently accommedate two urns 
of cremated remains. A marker will be 
inscribed and provided at Government 
expense for attachment to each niche. 
Although a design for a 50,000 niche 
modular Columbarium has been com- 
pleted, only the first 5,000 niches will 
be constructed next year. Additional 
modules will be constructed as the 
need arises. This rule informs the 
public that the eligibility for inurn- 
ment of cremated remains in the Col- 
umbarium will include all veterans 
who served on active duty and whose 
last service terminated honorably. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: Upon completion 
of the Columbarium.' 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 
Lt. Comdr. Ellsworth S. Clarke, 202- 
693-0882. 


1NoTE.—The Army Department will pub- 
lish a subsequent document confirming the 
effective date of this. regulation at the ap- 
propriate time. Anticipated completion date 
is November 1979. 


INFORMATION 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The gravesite space for burial in Ar- 
lington National Cemetery is restrict- 
ed to members and retired members of 
the Armed Forces, recipients of the 
Medal of Honor, veterans who have 
served in major posts in the Federal 
Government, certain disabled veter- 
ans, and veterans who have been 
awarded certain decorations. Spouses, 
minor children, and dependent adult 
children of the foregoing are also eligi- 
ble. The open eligibility for inurnment 
of cremated remains in the Columbar- 
ium does not affect the present re- 
strictive criteria for gravesite inter- 
ments in the cemetery. 


Dated: August 3, 1978. 


By authority of the Secretary of the 
Army. 


THOMAS D. PEARSON, Jr., 
Lieutenant Colonel, United 
States Army Acting Director, 
Personal Affairs, TAGCEN. 


Accordingly, 32 CFR Part 553 is 
amended by adding a new §553.15a 
after § 553.15 as set forth below: 


§553.15a Persons eligible for inurnment 
of cremated remains in Columbarium 
in Arlington National Cemetery. 


(a) Any member of the Armed 
Forces who dies on active duty. 

(b) Any former member of the 
Armed Forces who served on active 
duty (other than for training) and 
whose last service terminated honor- 
ably. . 

(c) Any member of a Reserve compo- 
nent of the Armed Forces, and any 
member of the Army National Guard 
or the Air National Guard, whose 
death occurs under honorable condi- 
tions while he is on active duty for 
training or performing full-time serv- 
ice; performing authorized travel to or 
from that duty or service; or is on au- 
thorized inactive duty training includ- 
ing training performed as a member of 
the Army National Guard or the Air 
National Guard. Also included are 
those members whose deaths occur 
while hospitalized or undergoing treat- 
ment at the expense of the United 
States for injury or disease contracted 
or incurred under honorable condi- 
tions while on that duty or service or. 
performing that travel or inactive 
duty training. 

(d) Any member of the Reserve Offi- 
cers’ Training Corps of the Army, 
Navy, or Air Force whose death occurs 
under honorable conditions while at- 
tending an authorized training camp 
or on an authorized practice cruise, 
performing authorized travel to or 
from that camp or cruise, or hospital- 
ized or undergoing treatment at the 
expense of the United States for 
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injury or disease contracted or in- 
curred under honorable conditions 
while attending that camp or cruise, 
performing that travel, or undergoing 
that hospitalization or treatment at 
the expense of the United States. 

(e) Any citizen of the United States 
who, during any war in which the 
United States has been or may hereaf- 
ter be engaged, served in the Armed 
Forces of any government allied with 
the United States during that. war, 
whose last active service terminated 
honorably by death or otherwise, and 
who was a citizen of the United States 
at the time of entry on such service 
and at the time of death. 

(f) Commissioned officers, United 
States Coast and Geodetic Survey 
(now National Oceanic and Atmos- 
pheric Administration) who die during 
or subsequent to the service specified 
in the following categories and whose 
-last service terminated honorably: 


(1) Assignment to areas of immedi- 
ate military hazard. 

(2) Served in the Philippine Islands 
on December 7, 1941. 

(3) Transferred to- the Department 
of the Army or the Department of the 
Navy under certain statutes. 


(g) Any commissioned officer of the 
United States Public Health Service 
who served on full-time duty on or 
after July 29, 1945, if the service falls 
within the meaning of active duty for 
training as defined in 38 U.S.C. 101(22) 
or inactive duty training as defined in 
38 U.S.C. 101(23) and whose death re- 
sulted from a disease or injury in- 
curred or aggravated in line of duty. 
Also, any commissioned officer of the 
Regular or Reserve Corps of the 
Public Health Service who performed 
active service prior to July 29, 1945 in 
time of war; on detail for duty with 
the Armed Forces; or while the service 
was part of the military forces of the 
United States pursuant to Executive 
order of the President. 

(h) Spouses, minor children, and de- 
pendent adult children of the persons 
listed above. 


Note.—The Department of the Army has 
determined that this document does not 
contain a major proposal requiring prepara- 
tion of an inflation impact statement under 
Executive Order 11821 and OMB Circular 
A-107. 


(24 U.S.C. 281.) 
" [FR Doc. 78-21996 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


[1410-03] 


Title 37—Patents, Trademarks, and 
Copyrights 


CHAPTER li—COPYRIGHT OFFICE, 
LIBRARY OF CONGRESS 


[Docket RM 77-15; Rules Doc. A] 
PART 201—GENERAL PROVISIONS 


Recordation of Transfers and Other | 
Documents 


AGENCY: Library of Congress, Copy- 
right Office. 


ACTION: Final regulations. 


SUMMARY: This notice is issued to 
advise the public that the Copyright 
Office of the Library of Congress is 
adopting a final regulation to imple- 
ment section 205 of the act for general 
revision of the copyright law. That 
section concerns the recordation of 
transfers of copyright and other docu- 
ments pertaining to a copyright. The 


‘effect of the regulation is to establish 


requirements governing the recorda- 
tion of documents. 


DATE: The regulation is effective on 
September 7, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: , 


Jon Baumgarten, General Counsel, 
Copyright Office, Library of Con- 
gress, Washington, D.C. 20559, 703- 
557-8731. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Section 205(a) of title 17, U.S.C. per- 
mits the recordation in the Copyright 
Office of “any transfer of copyright 
ownership or other document pertain- 
ing to a copyright” if certain condi- 
tions of authenticity are met. Recorda- 
tion will place the document in the 
public records of the Office, and has 
important legal consequences in cer- 
tain cases. On January 4, 1978 (43 FR 
771) we published an interim amend- 
ment to § 201.4 of our regulations to 
implement this section. Interested par- 
ties were given until March 31, 1978, 
to comment on the interim amend- 
ment. 

One comment, from the Authors 
League of America, Inc., was received 
in response to our notice.’ This com- 
ment urged that we modify our regula- 
tion to refer explicitly to the recorda- 
tion of a “note or memorandum” (17 
U.S.C. 204(a)) of a transfer of copy- 


‘We have also received a helpful letter 
from E. Fulton Brylawski, Esq., containing a 
number of suggestions for dealing with our 
procedures in the recordation of documents. 

are under active review 


right ownership.? Although a “‘note or 
memorandum” of a transfer was sub- 
ject to recordation under the language 
of the interim amendment, for pur- 
poses of clarity we have accepted this 
suggestion: - h (c) (formerly 
paragraph (b)) of $201.4 has been re- 
vised to incorporate the language of 17 
U.S.C. 204(a). The Authors League 
also requested clarification of the 
meaning of the requirement that a 
document submitted for recordation 
be “complete on its face, and include 
any schedules, appendixes, or other at- 
tachments referred to in the document 
as being a part of it.” We have revised 
the regulation to reflect in some detail 
our actual practices in this area. 

We have also added two new para- 
graphs to the regulation. The first 
(§ 201.4(b)) makes clear that the Copy- 
right Office does not provide printed 
forms for the recordation of docu- 
ments. The second new paragraph 
(§ 201.4(c(3)) requires that documents 
submitted must be “legible and capa- 
ble of being reproduced in legible mi- 
croform copies.” The Copyright Office 
currently maintains its records of 
transfers and other documents on mi- 
crofilm. This requirement is intended 
to insure not only that the document 
submitted can be read for purposes of 
examining and cataloging, but also 
that it can produce a legible micro- 
form copy to serve as a permanent . 
public record. 

We have deleted the requirement, in 
§ 201.4(cXi), that the document sub- 

tted must be an “original” since 
that term is ambiguous; it is the pres- 
ence of a handwritten signature on 
the document, not the physical nature 
of the document itself, that is the key 
to recordability. A signed copy of the 
document (sometimes called a dupli- 
cate original) is perfectly acceptable 
for recordation. 

The interim regulation, as amended, 
a saute as final, and is set forth 

Ow. 


Dated: July 26, 1978. 


BARBARA RINGER, 
Register of Copyrights. 


Approved: 


DANIEL J. BOORSTIN 
The Librarian of Congress. 


FINAL REGULATIONS 


Part 201 of 37 CFR Chapter II is 


amended by revising § 201.4 to read as 
follows: 


201.4 Recordation of transfers and certain 
other documents. 


(a) General. (1) This section pre- 
scribes conditions for the recordation 


217 U.S.C. 204(a) provides: “A transfer of 
copyright ownership, other than by oper- 
ation of law, is not valid unless an instru- 
ment of conveyance, or a note or memoran- 
dum of the transfer, is in writing and signed 
by the owner of the rights conveyed or such 
owner’s duly authorized agent.” 
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of transfers of copyright ownership 
and other documents pertaining to a 
copyright under section 205 of title 17 
of the United States Code, as amended 
by Pub. L. 94-553. The filing or recor- 
dation of the following documents is 
not within the provisions of this sec- 
tion: 

(i) Certain contracts entered into by 
cable systems located outside of the 48 
contiguous States (17 U.S.C. 111(e); 
see 37 CFR 201.12); a. 

(ii) Notices of identity and signal 
carriage complement, and statements 
of account, of cable systems (17 U.S.C. 
111(dJ; see 37 CFR 201.11; 201.17); 

diii) Original, signed notices of inten- 
tion to obtain compulsory license to 
make and distribute phonorec- ords of 
nondramatic musical works (17 U.S.C. 
115(b); see 37 CFR 201.18); 

(iv) License agreements, and terms 
and rates of royalty payments, volun- 
tarilly negotiated between one or more 
public broadcasting entities and cer- 
tain owners of copyright (17 U.S.C 
118; see 37 CFR 201.9); 

(v) Notices of termination (17 U.S.C. 
203.304(c); see 37 CFR 201.10); and 

(vi) Statements regarding the identi- 
ty of authors of anonymous and 
pseudonymous works, and statements 
relating to the death of authors (17 
U.S.C. 302). 

(2) A “transfer of copyright owner- 
ship” has the meaning set forth in sec- 
tion 101 of title 17 of the United 
States Code, as amended by Pub. L. 
94-553. A document shall be consid- 
ered to “pertain to a copyright” if it 
has a direct or indirect relationship to 
the existence, scope, duration, or iden- 
tification of a copyright, or to the 
ownership, division, allocation, licens- 
ing, transfer, or exercise or rights 
under a copyright. That relationship 
may be past, present, future, or poten- 
tial. 

(3) For purposes of this section: 

(i) A “sworn certification” is an affi- 
davit under the official seal of any of- 
ficer authorized to administer oaths 
within the United States, or if the 
original is located outside of the 
United States, under the official seal 
of any diplomatic or consular officer 
of the United States or of a person au- 
thorized to administer oaths whose au- 
thority is proved by the certificate of 
such an officer, or a statement in ac- 
cordance with section 1746 of title 28 
of the United States Code; and 

di) An “official certification” is a 
certification, by the appropriate Gov- 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 


ernment official, that the original of 
the document is on file in a public 
office and that the reproduction is a 
true copy or the original. 

(b) Forms. The Copyright. Office 
does not provide forms for the use of 
persons recording documents. 

(c) Recordable documents. Any 
transfer of copyright ownership (in- 
cluding any instrument of conveyance, 
or note or memorandum of the trans- 
fer), or any other document pertaining 
to a copyright, may be recorded in the 
Copyright Office if it is accompanied 
by the fee set forth in paragraph (d) 
of this section, and if the requirements 
of this paragraph with respect to sig- 
natures, completeness, and legibility 
are met. (1) To be recordable, the doc- 
ument must bear the actual signature 
or signatures of the person or persons 
who executed it. Alternatively, the 
document may be recorded if it is a 
legible photocopy or other full-size 
facsimile reproduction of the signed 
document, accompanied by a sworn 
certification or an official certification 
that the reproduction is a true copy of 
the signed document. Any sworn certi- 
fication accompanying a reproduction 
shall be signed by at least one of the 
persons who executed the document, 
or by an authorized representative of 
that person. 

(2) To be recordable, the document 
must be complete by its own terms. (i) 
A document that contains a reference 
to any schedule, appendix, exhibit, ad- 
dendum, or other material as being at- 
tached to the document or made a 
part of it shall be recordable only if 
the attachment is also submitted for 
recordation with the document or if 
the reference is deleted by the parties 
to the document. If a document has 
been submitted for recordation and 
has been returned by the Copyright 
Office at the request of the sender for 
deletion of the reference to an attach- 
ment, the document will be recorded 
only if the deletion is signed or ini- 
tialed by the persons who executed 
the document or by their authorized 
representatives. In exceptional cases a 
document containing a reference to an 
attachment will be recorded without 
the attached material and without de- 
letion of the reference if the person 
seeking recordation submits a written 
request specifically asserting that: (A) 
The attachment is completely unavail- 
able for recordation; and (B) the at- 
tachment is not essential to the identi- 
fication of the subject matter of the 
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document; and (C) it would be impossi- 
ble or wholly impracticable to have 
the parties to the document sign or 
initial a deletion of the reference. In 
such exceptional cases, the Copyright 
Office records of the document will be 
annotated to show that recordation 
was made in response to a specific re- 
quest under this paragraph. 

(ii) If a document otherwise record- 
able under this indicates on its face 
that it is a self-contained part of a 
larger instrument (for example: if it is 
designated “Attachment A” or “Exhib- 
it B’’), the Copyright Office will raise 
the question of completeness, but will 
record the document if the person re- 
questing recordation asserts that the 
document is sufficiently complete as it 
stands. 

(iii) When the document submitted 
for recordation merely identifies or in- 
corporates by reference another docu- 
ment, or certain terms of another doc- 
ument, the Copyright Office will raise 
no question of completeness, and will 
not require reccvdation of the other 
document. 

(3) To be recordable, the document 
must be legible and capable of being 
reproduced in legible microform 
copies. 


(d) Fee. For a document consisting of 
six pages or less covering no more 
than one title, the basic recording fee 
is $10. An additional charge of 50 cents 
is made for each page over six and 
each title over one. For these pur- 
poses: 

(1) A fee is required for each sepa- 
rate transfer or other document, even 
if two or more documents appear on 
the same page; 


(2) The term “title”. generally de- 
notes “appellation” or “denomination” 
rather than “registration,” “work,” or 
“copyright”; and : 

(3) In determining the number of 
pages in a document, each side of a 
leaf bearing textual matter is regarded 
asa “page.” 


(e) Recordation. The date of recor- 
dation is the date when a proper docu- 
ment under paragraph (c) of this sec- 
tion and a proper fee under paragraph 
(d) of this section are all received in 
the Copyright Office. After recorda- 
tion the document is returned to the 
sender with a certificate of record. 


(17 U.S.C. 205, 702, 708.) 
(FR Doc. 78-21942 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 
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[6325-01] 
CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION 
[5 CFR Part 890) 


FEDERAL EMPLOYEES HEALTH BENEFITS 
PROGRAM 


Opportunities To Register To Enroll and. 
Change Enrollment; Open Season 


AGENCY: Civil Service Commission. 
ACTION: Proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: This amendment pro- 
vides for a Federal employees health 
benefits (FEHB) program open season 
from November 13 through December 
8, 1978, and in all future years from 
the second full week in November 
through the first full week in Decem- 
ber. The FEHB open season is a time 
during which all eligible employees 
may enroll in the Program, and en- 
rolled employees and annuitants may 
change plans, options, types of enroll- 
ment, or a combination of these 
changes. The Commission’s experience 
with the 1977 FEHB open season, 
which was 4 workweeks long (Novem- 
ber 14 through December 9, 1977), was 
favorable. As a result, the Commission 
has determined that the 1978 open 
season should be 4 workweeks in 
length, and that yearly open seasons 
should be held during similar 4-week 
periods. 


DATE: Comments must be received on 
or before October 10, 1978. 


ADDRESS: Comments should be di- 
rected to Craig B. Pettibone, Chief, 
Office of Policy Development and 
Technical Services, Bureau of Retire- 
ment, Insurance, and Occupational 
Health, Room 4351, 1900 E Street 
NW.., Washington, D.C. 20415. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Edward G. Borchers, Office of 
Policy Development and Technical 
Services, Bureau of Retirement, In- 
surance, and Occupational Health, 
Room 4334, 1900 E Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20415, 202-632- 
4684. 


It is proposed to amend 
§890.301(d)(1) of Part 890, Title 5, 
Code of Federal Regulations, as set 
out below: 


§ 890.301 Opportunities to register to 
enroll and change enrollment. 


(d) Open season. (1) An open season 
will be held from November 13, 1978, 
through December 8, 1978, and in all 
future years from the Monday of the 
second full workweek in. November 
through the Friday of the first full 
workweek in December, as announced 
by the Civil Service Commission. 
During this open season: 

(i) An unenrolled employee may reg- 
ister to be enrolled; 

(ii) An enrolled employee or annu- 
itant may change to another plan, an- 
other option, from self only to self and 
family, or any combination of these 
changes. 


(5 U.S.C. 8913.) 


For the United States Civil Service 
Commission. 


Dated: August 8, 1978. 


JAMES C. SPRY, 
Executive Assistant 
to the Commissioners. 


(FR Doc. 78-22106 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[6325-01] 
{5 CFR Part 890] 


FEDERAL EMPLOYEES HEALTH BENEFITS 
PROGRAM 


To Eliminate the Second review Cycle and Mini 
Open Season 


AGENCY: Civil Service Commission. 
ACTION: Proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: Response to the mini 
open season has been disappointing. 
Federal employees and annuitants 
have failed to take advantage of the 
increased access to comprehensive 
plans. The benefits derived by a few 
Federal employees and annuitants 
does not justify the administrative 
effort and expense necessary to con- 
duct the second review cycle and mini 
open season. Accordingly, the Civil 
Service Commission proposes to elimi- 
nate the second review cycle and mini 
open season conducted under the Fed- 
eral employees health benefits 
(FEHB) program. 


DATE: Comments must be received on 
or before September 7, 1978. 


ADDRESS: Comments should be di- 
rected to Craig B. Pettibone, Chief, 


Office of Policy Development and 
Technical Services, Bureau of Retire- 
ment, Insurance, and Occupational 
Health, 1900 E Street NW., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20415. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 
Mary Ann Mercer, Office of Policy 
Development and Technical Ser- 
vices, Bureau of Retirement, Insur- 
ance, and Occupational Health, 202- 
632-4634. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Presently, organizations which offer 
comprehensive medical plans may 
apply for approval to participate in 
the FEHBP at two times during the 
calendar year. The Commission has 
issued regulations establishing 90-day 
application review periods beginning 
April 1 and October 1. To be consid- 
ered during these review periods, an 
organization must submit an applica- 
tion to the Commission on or before 
March 31 or September 30, respective- 
ly. Applicants submitting their appli- 
cations by March 31 receive notice of 
approval or disapproval by June 30. 
Approved plans are offered to Federal 
employees during the annual open 
season in November, with participa- 
tion to be effective the following Janu- 
ary 1. Similarly, applicants submitting 
their applications by September 30 re- 
ceive notice of approval or disapproval 
by December 31. Approved plans are 
offered to Federal employees during a 
special (or ‘“mini’’) open season in 
May, with participation to be effective 
on July 1. The mini open season was 
established to provide employees and 
annuitants increased accessibility to 
comprehensive plans. The employees 
and annuitants, however, have not 
taken advantage of this opportunity. 
In view of the fact that the next 
second review cycle will begin October 
1, 1978, it will be necessary to shorten 
the comment period of the proposed 
rulemaking to 30 days. This will allow 
us to avert the upcoming second 
review cycle if the proposed rulemak- 
ing is finalized. 

Accordingly, it is proposed to revise 
5 CFR 890.203(a) by amending the last 
sentence, and to amend § 890.301(d) by 
deleting §890.301(d)(2), as set out 
below: 


INFORMATION 
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§ 890.203 Application for approval of, and 
proposal of amendments to, health 
benefits plans. 


(a) * * * Participation of an ap- 
proved plan becomes effective on the 
January 1 which is: (1) At least 9 
months after the Commission receives 
the application and (2) at least 6 
months after the Commission receives 
all evidence to demonstrate that the 
plan has met all requirements for ap- 
proval. 


* * * * * 


§ 890.301 Opportunities to register to 
enroll and change enrollment. 


(d) Open season.* * * 
(2) [Revoked] 


* * 
(5 U.S.C. 8913.) 


UNITED STATES CIVIL SERV- 
ICE COMMISSION, 
JAMES C. SPRY, 
Executive Assistant 
to the Commissioners. 


(FR Doc. 78-22107 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[6325-01] 
[5 CFR Part 890] 


FEDERAL EMPLOYEES HEALTH BENEFITS 
PROGRAM 


Disposition of Contingency Reserves Upon 
Reorganization or Merger of Plans 


AGENCY: Civil Service Commission. 
ACTION: Proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: The Civil Service Com- 
mission proposes to dispose of the con- 
tingency reserves of discontinued 
health plans where there remains a 
successor organization, and of parent 
plans from which one or more plans 
become severed, in a manner equitable 
to the continuing enrollees remaining 
in the successor or severed plans. This 
regulation will clarify 5 U.S.C. 8909 (d) 
and (e) and will enable the groups that 
contribute to the accumulation of the 
contingency reserves (and special re- 
serves, for experience-rated plans) to 
benefit from them. 


DATE: Comments must be received on 
or before October 10, 1978. 


ADDRESS: Comments should be di- 
rected to Craig B. Pettibone, Chief, 
Office of Policy Development and 
Technical Services, Bureau of Retire- 
ment, Insurance, and Occupational 
Health, 1900 E Street NW., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20415. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Mary Ann Mercer, Office of Policy 
Development and Technical Ser- 


PROPOSED RULES 


vices, Bureau of Retirement, Insur- 
ance, and Occupational Health, 202- 
632-4634. 


It is proposed to add 5 CFR 890.504 
as follows: ? 


§ 890.504 Disposition of contingency re- 
serves upon reorganization or merger 
of plans. 


Upon reorganization or merger of a 
plan, the surviving plan shall have 
credited to it the reserves of the reor- 
ganized or merged plan provided, how- 
ever, if more than one plan survives, 
the reserves shall be divided among 
the surviving plans in proportion to 
the employees continuing to subscribe 
to the surviving plans. 


(5 U.S.C. 8913.) 
UNITED STATES CIVIL SERV- 


ICE COMMISSION, 
JAMES C. SPRY, 


Executive Assistant 
the Commissioners. 


[FR Doc. 78-22108 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[3410-02] 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Agricultural Marketing Service 
[7 CFR Part 1126] 
[Docket No. AO-231-A46) 
MILK IN THE TEXAS MARKETING AREA 


Partial Recommended Decision and Opportuni- 
ty To File Written Exceptions on Proposed 
Amendments to Tentative Marketing Agree- 
ment and To Order 


AGENCY: Agricultural Marketing 
Service, USDA. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This decision recom- 
mends changes in the present order 
provisions based on industry proposals 
considered at a public hearing held 
June 13-14, 1978. The recommended 
amendments would relax the “dairy 
farmer for other markets” provision 
and would modify the provisions relat- 
ing to diversions of milk to nonpool 
plants. These provisions are used to 
determine which dairy farmers are eli- 
gible to have their milk pooled and 
priced under the Federal order. The 
recommended amendments are neces- 
sary to reflect current marketing con- 
ditions and to insure orderly market- 
ing in the area. 


DATE: Comments are due on or 
before August 18, 1978. 


ADDRESS: Comments (four copies) 
should be filed with the Hearing 
Clerk, Room 1077, South Bulding, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20250. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 


CONTACT: 


Robert F. Groene, Marketing Spe- 
cialist, Dairy Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service, U.S. Department 
of Agriculture, Washington, D.C. 
20250, 202-447-4824. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Prior documents in this proceeding: 

Notice of hearing issued May 26, 
1978, published June 1, 1978 (43 FR 
23725). 


PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 


Notice is hereby given of the filing 
with the hearing clerk of this partial 
recommended decision with respect to 
proposed amendments to the tentative 
marketing agreement and order regu- 
lating the handling of milk in the 
Texas marketing area, and of the op- 
portunity to file written exceptions 
thereto. This notice is issued pursuant 
to the provisions of the Agricultural 
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the 
applicable rules of practice and proce- 
dure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR part 900). 

Interested parties may file written 
exceptions to this decision with the 
Hearing Clerk, U.S. Department of Ag- 
riculture, Washington, D.C. 20250, on 
or before August 18, 1978. The excep- 
tions should be filed in quadruplicate. 
All written submissions made pursuant 
to this notice will be made available 
for public inspection at the office of 
the hearing clerk during regular busi- 
ness hours (7 CFR 1.27(b)). 

This relatively limited time for filing 
exceptions is neessary if the industry 
is to be informed on a timely basis of 
the final action on the issues dealt 
with in this decision. The changes 
adopted herein could affect the 
manner in which producers may wish 
to market their milk beginning Sep- 
tember 1, 1978. 

The hearing on the record of which 
the proposed amendments, as herein- 
after set forth, to the tentative mar- 
keting agreement and to the order as 
amended, were formulated, was con- 
ducted at Dallas, Tex., on June 13-14, 
1978, pursuant to notice thereof which 
was issued May 26, 1978 (43 FR 23725). 

The material issues on the record of 
the hearing relate to: 

1. The “dairy farmer for other mar- 
kets” provision. 

2. Diversions to nonpoo!l plants. 

3. Diversions between pool plants. 

4. Producer-handler provisions. 

5. Classification of shrinkage and 
products that are dumped or sold for 
animal feed. 

6. Partial payments to a cooperative 
association. 
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This partial decision deals only with 
issues 1 and 2. The remaining issues 
are reserved for a later decision. 


FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 


The following findings and conclu- 
sions on issues 1 and 2 are based on 
evidence presented at the hearing and 
the record thereof: 

1. The “dairy farmer for other mar- 
kets” provision. That portion of the 
producer definition commonly re- 
ferred to as the “dairy farmer for 
other markets” provision should be 
modified. A cooperative association or 
a pool plant operator should be per- 
mitted to deliver to plants as other 
than producer milk under the Texas 
order up to one-third of the milk pro- 
duction of a dairy farmer during the 
period of September through Novem- 
ber without causing that dairy farmer 
to be ineligible as a producer under 
the Texas order during the following 
months of February through July. 

Presently, the “dairy farmer for 
other markets” provision excludes as a 
producer any person with respect to 
milk produced by him during the 
months of February through July that 
is caused to be delivered to a pool 
plant by a cooperative association or a 
pool plant operator-if during the im- 
mediately preceding months of Sep- 
tember through November any milk 
from the same farm was caused by 
such cooperative association or pool 
plant operator to be delivered to 
plants as other than producer milk. 
However, a dairy farmer does not lose 
his producer eligibility in those cases 
where such deliveries of nonproducer 
milk result from being diverted to a 
nonpool plant in excess of the diver- 
sion limitations or from a temporary 
loss of grade A approval. Also, the 
“dairy farmer for other markets” pro- 
vision does not apply to the milk re- 
ceived from dairy farmers associated 
with a plant that was not a pool plant 
during any of the preceding months of 
September through November but 
which is regulated under the Texas 
order during any of the months of 
February through July. These three 
exceptions to the provision would not 
be changed by this decision. 

A cooperative association proposed 
that the “dairy farmer for other mar- 
kets” provision not apply unless 28 
percent or more of the milk from a 
dairy farmer is caused by a coopera- 
tive association or pool plant operator 
to be delivered to plants as other than 
producer milk under the Texas order 
during the period of September 
through November. The cooperative’s 
witness testified that this revision is 
needed because the present provision 
is too restrictive and has caused severe 
financial hardship upon the members 
of the cooperative association. 
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Proponent cooperative indicated 
that it needs greater flexibility in the 
marketing of milk for fluid use than is 
now permitted by the order. The wit- 
ness for the cooperative testified that 
the cooperative supplies milk to a 
Texas distributing plant which bottles 
milk only 5 days per week. As a conse- 
quence, the cooperative is forced to 
find other outlets for the milk of its 
members on the 2 remaining days of 
the week. The cooperative’s witness in- 
dicated that during September 
through November 1977 it was neces- 
sary for the cooperative to move ap- 
proximately 16 percent of the milk of 
138 of its members to fluid outlets in 
Mississippi and Louisiana because the 
cooperative had no manufacturing 
outlets in the Texas market available 
to it. 

The witness pointed out that the 
proponent cooperative moved the milk 
to available fluid outlets in Mississippi 
and Louisiana where it was utilized in 
class I. Under the terms of the orders 
involved, such utilization resulted in 
the milk that was received in the 
other markets being treated as produc- 
er milk under the other orders. The 
witness indicated that by becoming 
producers under such other orders, 
the 138 producers were unable to 
market any of their milk as producer 
milk under the Texas order during the 
months of February-July. 

The witness for the cooperative indi- 
cated that in order to fully supply all 
of the cooperative’s fluid outlets in 
Texas during February-July, it was 
necessary for the cooperative to ac- 
quire a supply plant, pool it under the 
greater Louisiana order, and then 
supply the Texas market with other 
order milk. The witness claimed that 
the cooperative incurred much greater 
handling costs in marketing the milk 
of its members. 

The cooperative claimed that the 
milk of the 138 producers which was 
not permitted to be pooled on the 
Texas market should have been con- 
sidered as a reserve supply for the 
Texas market and pooled on that 
market. 

As further indication of the restric- 
tive nature of the current provision, 
the cooperative’s witness cited an in- 
stance in which several producers who 
were normally supplying the Texas 
market lost their eligibility for produc- 
er status under the Texas order be- 
cause their milk happened to be 
loaded on a truck delivering milk to 
pool plants regulated under another 
order. 

The cooperative’s proposal to amend 
the “dairy farmer for other markets” 
provision was supported by another 
cooperative association in the market. 
The witness for the latter cooperative 
described a situation where 60 of its 
producer-members became ineligible 


to be producers under the Texas order 
during the months of February 
through July 1976. This situation oc- 
curred because in November 1975 the 
cooperative’s supply plant lost some 
class I sales in the Texas market. To 
assure that its Aurora, Mo., supply 
plant met the pool plant shipping per- 
centage, the cooperative disassociated 
60 producers from the Texas market 
for that month. As a result, these 
dairy farmer members were not eligi- 
ble for producer status the following 
February-July period. The coopera- 
tive’s witness, however, did not reveal 
for the record whether the milk of 
these 60 producers~ was needed for 
class I in Texas during the period 
when they were not eligible for pro- 
ducer status. 

The cooperative association that 
represents the majority of the produc- 
ers on the Texas market proposed that 
the “dairy farmer for other markets” 
provision be deleted from the order in 
its entirety. Its witness claimed that 
this provision: 

1. It is not necessary to insure the in- 
tegrity of the Texas order; 

2. Is not conducive to the orderly 
marketing of milk; 

3. Does not permit the flexibility 
needed in balancing milk supplies with 
the demands of handlers; 

4. Makes it necessary to associate 
milk with the Texas market in excess 
of handlers’ fluid requirements to 
insure that handlers have adequate 
milk supplies at all times; 

5. Results in inequity between its 
members and other producers who do 
not perform the service of balancing 
the supply with market demand; 

6. Results in producers under other 
Federal orders maintaining some of 
the reserve milk supplies for the 
Texas market; and 

4. Prevents pooling the milk of pro- 
ducers in February through July who 
demonstrate, under reasonable pooling 
standards, an association with the 
Texas market during the fall months 
when their milk is needed. 

The witness for the cooperative asso- 
ciation testified further that the provi- 
sion has caused the cooperative to 
market its. members’ milk on the 
Texas market in an uneconomical 
manner in order to assure that the 
dairy farmers maintain their producer 
status at all times during the months 
of September through November. The 
witness cited several examples where 
the weekend reserve milk supplies as- 
sociated with certain Texas distribut- 
ing plants were hauled long distances 
during the months of September 
through November in order to main- 
tain the producer status of its mem- 
bers. He argued that the milk could 
have been.delivered more conveniently 
and economically to nearby distribut- - 
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ing plants regulated under another 
order. 

Two cooperative associations and a 
handler on behalf of the nonmember 
producers supplying his plants op- 
posed any change in the “dairy farmer 
for other markets” provision. Oppo- 
nents stressed that any relaxation in 
the applcation of this provision would 
result in the addition of milk supplies 
to the market with a corresponding re- 
duction in the blend price. One oppo- 
nent expressed particular concern that 
any relaxation of this provision would 
allow the major cooperative associ- 
ation in the market to add to the 
Texas market the reserve milk sup- 
plies associated with its Class I sales in 
other markets in which this coopera- 
tive is the sole supplier. 

The “dairy farmer for other mar- 
kets” provision should be retained in 
the order but with some allowance for 
the limited shifting of supplies to 
other markets. Current marketing 
conditions do not warrant the deletion 
of this provision from the order. 

The provision in question was in- 
cluded in the order to prevent cooper- 
ative associations and pool plant oper- 
ators from pooling on the Texas 
market during the months of Feruary 
through July, when milk supplies are 
more than adequate, milk that could 
be reasonably considered as a reserve 
supply for another market. In the As- 
sistant Secretary’s May 2, 1975, deci- 
sion (of which official notice was 
taken at the hearing) incorporating 
this provision in the Texas order, the 
following conclusions were set forth: 

“If a handler causes the milk of a 
dairy farmer to be moved to another 
market as other than producer milk 
during the months when supplies are 
in greatest demand, producers regular- 
ly supplying the Texas market should 
not have the burden of sharing their 
pool proceeds with such other dairy 
farmers during the flush production 
months when the handler finds their 
milk to be surplus to the needs of the 
other market. A handler associating a 
dairy farmer with another market 
during the short-production season 
should not be able to have the dairy 
farmer qualify as a producer on the 
Texas market in other months when 
supplies are much more plentiful rela- 
tive to demand. Permitting a handler 
to shift dairy farmers back and forth 
between markets in this manner would 
take supplies of milk away from the 
Texas market at a time when they are 
needed and then: would reassociate 
such supplies at a time when they are 
not needed. This procedure would not 
be conducive to the orderly marketing 
of milk of producers regularly supply- 
ing the Texas market.” 

This record indicates that there con- 
tinues to be both an opportunity and 
an incentive for the major cooperative 
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in the market to pool on the Texas 
market milk that should be considered 
as a reserve supply for other markets. 

In this regard, the major cooperative 
operates six plants that process the re- 
serve milk supplies that are associated 
with over two-thirds of the fluid milk 
requirements of regulated handlers in 
11 Southwestern Federal order -mar- 
kets. Three of the six plants are pool 
plants under the Texas order. Two of 
the plants are located in Texas—at 
Muenster and Sulphur Springs—while 
the third plant is located at Hillsboro, 
Kans. These three plants are manu- 
facturing outlets not only for the 
Texas market but for other nearby 
markets as well. Of the. remaining 
three plants, one is located at El Paso, 
Tex., and is pooled under the Rio 
Grande Valley order. The other two 
plants are located at Oklahoma City 
and Tulsa, Okla., and are pooled under 
the Oklahoma metropolitan order. 
Thus, it is evident that the cooperative 
has the potential to pool the reserve 
supplies of 8 of the 11 markets on the 
Texas, the Rio Grande Valley, or the 
Oklahoma metropolitan markets. 

A witness for this cooperative testi- 
fied that reserve milk associated with 
the cooperative’s fluid milk sales in 
the Texas Panhandle market is deliv- 
ered sometimes to its Texas order 
plant at Muenster for manufacturing. 
Thus, if the “dairy farmer for other 
markets” provision were deleted from 
the order, the cooperative could re- 
ceive this milk at Muenster as a re- 
ceipt of producer milk under the 
Texas order. Under this arrangement, 
the burden of bearing the reserve milk 
supplies for thé Texas Panhandle 
market could be shifted from the 
Texas Panhandle market, which is 
supplied almost entirely by this coop- 
erative, to producers supplying the 
Texas market. The shifting of the 
burden of carrying such reserve sup- 
plies to nonmembers of the coopera- 
tive is possible because the Texas 
market is supplied not only by this co- 
operative but by a substantial number 
of other producers as well. Thus, by 
receiving the milk at Muenster as pro- 
ducer milk under the Texas order, the 
Texas order producers who are not 
members of the major cooperative 
would be sharing the burden of the re- 
serve milk supplies of the Texas Pan- 
handle market that more appropriate- 
ly should be borne by the producers 
supplying that market. 

Although this record does not con- 
tain detailed information concerning 
the operations of the cooperative asso- 
ciation’s pool supply plant at Hills- 
boro, Kans., the cooperative’s witness 
did state that milk associated with the 
Hillsboro plant is delivered to other 
orders as well as to Texas. The record 
does reveal that during the months of 
February through July 1977 nearly 55 
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million pounds of milk received at the 
Hillsboro plant for manufacture were 
ineligible to be producer milk under 
the Texas order. During the months 
of February through May 1978 nearly 
24 million pounds of milk received at 
the Hillsboro plant represented re- 
ceipts of dairy farmers for other mar- 
kets. Presumably, some of this milk 
constituted the reserve supplies associ- 
ated with the cooperative’s class I 
sales to other nearby markets. Be- 
cause several of these markets (i.e., 
Fort Smith, Ark.; central Arkansas; 
and Memphis, Tenn.) are supplied 
almost exclusively by this cooperative 
and the cooperative does not have any 
manufacturing facilities pooled on 
these markets, there would be an in- 
centive in the absence of the “dairy 
farmer for other markets” provision to 
pool the reserve supplies of these mar- 
kets at the Hillsboro plant as producer 
milk under the Texas order. This 
would result in Texas producers who 
are not members of this cooperative 
association sharing the burden of the 
reserve milk supplies of these three 
markets. 

It was for similar reasons that the 
Assistant Secretary concluded in his 
May 2, 1975, decision that the “dairy 
farmer for other markets” provision 
was needed in the Texas order. 

Although there is a continuing need 
for the “dairy farmer for other mar- 
kets” provision in the Texas order, 
some relaxation of the current- provi- 
sion is warranted. This provision has 
caused some dairy farmers to lose 
their producer status during the 
months of February through July 
even though their milk had been deliv- 
ered to a substantial extent to the 
Texas market for fluid use during the 
prior fall months. 

Cooperative associations supply 
Texas pool plants with process and 
package fluid milk products 5 days per 
week. Consequently, the cooperatives 
must dispose of the remaining 2 days’ 
milk production each week to other 
outlets. Unless a cooperative operates 
a manufacturing facility it must find 
other outlets to handle this weekly 
excess milk. In some instances, it is 
difficult for a cooperative to pool its 
reserve supplies on the Texas market 
due to the limited manufacturing out- 
lets available to a cooperative that 
does not operate a manufacturing 
plant. Prior to October 1977, the pro- 
ponent cooperative pooled some of its 
excess milk as producer milk on the 
Texas market by delivering its 
member milk to a manufacturing 
plant in Sulphur Springs, Tex. That 
outlet ceased operations in October 
1977. The cooperative was unable to 
find outlets for this milk in Texas and 
instead found fluid milk plants in Lou- 
isiana and Mississippi that needed the 
milk. These plants were distributing 
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plants regulated under the Greater 
Louisiana (Order No. 96) or New Or- 
leans-Mississippi (Order No. 94) Feder- 
al milk orders. Because Federal orders 
do not permit interorder diversions of 
producer milk for class I uses, the milk 
the cooperative diverted to these two 
markets became producer milk under 
the respective order. During the 3- 
month period of September through 
November 1977, the cooperative deliv- 
ered 9 percent of the milk production 
of 138 producer-members to distribut- 
ing plants regulated under the Great- 
er Lousisiana order and 6.8 percent of 
New Orleans-Mississippi order plants. 
The remaining 84.2 percent of the 
milk was pooled under the Texas 
order. 

These 138 dairy farmers, thus, were 
precluded from having their milk 
pooled under the Texas order during 
the months of February through June 
1978 (the provision was suspended for 
the month of July) because of the ap- 
plication of the “dairy farmer for 
other markets” provision. Although 
- the cooperative association had a fluid 
outlet in Texas for most of the milk of 
these dairy farmers during the Febru- 
ary-July period, this provision forced 
it to pool this milk on the Greater 
Louisiana and New Orleans-Mississippi 
markets during February through 
June 1978. 

Beginning in March, the cooperative 
association pooled some of the milk of 
the 138 members by renting a receiv- 
ing station which it pooled as a supply 
plant on the Greater Louisiana 
market. The cooperative transferred 
the milk from its supply plant to the 
fluid outlet in Texas as “other order” 
milk. Through this procedure it was 
able to pool most of the milk of its 
members under a Federal order and, 
thus, derive the benefits of regula- 
tions. At the same time, the coopera- 
tive was able to supply its fluid outlet 
in the Texas market. The additional 
cost to the cooperative to market its 
milk in such manner was approximate- 
ly $200,000 per month. Such addition- 
al cost was computed on the basis of 
the cooperative delivering its milk di- 
rectly to the Texas pool distributing 
plant as producer milk as compared to 
shipping the milk through the supply 
plant. 

It is also evident that since 85 per- 
cent of the milk of these 138 dairy 
farmers was pooled on the Texas 
market during the months of Septem- 
ber through November 1977, the appli- 
cation of the current provision forced 
some of the reserve supplies associated 
with fluid milk sales in Texas in the 
months of February through June 
1978 to be carried on other markets. 

Another example of the restrictive- 
ness of the provision concerns an in- 
stance in the fall of 1977 when two or 
three Texas dairy farmers had their 
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milk pumped into a tank truck with a 
load of milk going to the Greater Lou- 
isiana market. As a consequence, these 
Texas dairy farmers were not eligible 
for producer status under the Texas 
order for the 5-month period of Febru- 
ary through June 1978, even though 
there was a fluid outlet for their milk 
in Texas during these 5 months. 

Counsel for a cooperative association 
in the Texas market that opposed any 
change in the “dairy farmer for other 
markets” provision stated in his posth- 
earing brief that it is not necessary to 
disassociate large numbers of produc- 
ers from the Texas order when making 
limited sales to a plant under another 
order. Also, he held that proponent co- 
operative could have avoided any sig- 
nificant problem by proper manage- 
ment of its sales. 

Proponent cooperative was not faced 
with furnishing a daily supply for a 
handler in another market but, rather, 
was attempting to market the milk of 
a large number of producers which 
was surplus to the fluid milk require- 
ments of Texas handlers. Hence, it 
was not able to disassociate only a few 
producers from the Texas market for 
an extended period of time as suggest- 
ed in the proposed findings by counsel. 

The record evidence indicates also 
that the current provision has caused 
uneconomical and wumnmnecessary ex- 
penses in marketing the milk of pro- 
ducers to assure that such milk re- 
mains pooled each day during the 
months of September through Novem- 
ber. The record reveals that coopera- 
tive associations have been forced to 
haul the milk of its members that is in 
excess of fluid needs several hundred 
miles at a substantial cost per hun- 
dredweight in order to assure that the 
milk remains pooled on the Texas 
market each day during the months of 
September through November. The 
extra costs associated with handling 
and hauling such milk ranged from 25 
cents to 76 cents per hundredweight. 
The modification of the “dairy farmer 
for other markets” provision as pro- 
posed herein will eliminate to a large 
extent the costs associated with the 
extra handling necessitated by the 
current provision. 

Counsel for the aforementioned op- 
posing cooperative association stated 
in his brief that the diversion and bal- 
ancing plant provisions of the order 
provide ample flexibility to keep pro- 
ducers pooled under the Texas order. 
Admittedly, these provisions do allow 
some flexibility in keeping producers 
pooled. However, the “dairy farmer 
for other markets” provision has re- 
sulted in uneconomic movements of 
milk simply for the purpose of keeping 
producers pooled on the Texas market 
each day during the months of Sep- 
tember through November. It is not in 
the interest of producers to require 


them to bear the cost of transporting 
reserve milk additional distances 
merely to retain producer milk status 
for such milk. 

A further reason for modifying the 
“dairy farmer for other markets” pro- 
vision is to prevent the reserve milk 
supplies associated with the Texas 
market from being attached to other 
nearby order markets during the Feb- 
ruary-July period. The record indi- 
cates that 691 dairy farmers who deliv- 
ered milk to Texas pool plants during 
September-November 1977 were ineli- 
gible for producer status under the 
Texas order during the months of 
February through June 1978. To the 
extent that the milk of these 691 dairy 
farmers was needed in Texas for fluid 
use during the September-November 
period of 1977, the current provision 
forced the reserve supplies associated 
with those deliveries to be pooled on 
other markets during the February- 
June period of 1978. It is recognized, 
on the other hand, that if all the milk 
produced by these dairy farmers 
during the months of February 
through July had been allowed to be 
pooled on the Texas market, then the 
reserve supply associated with their 
sales to other markets in September- 
November also would have been 
pooled on Texas rather than on the 
other markets. The provisions adopted 
herein are designed to assure that 
only those dairy farmers who are pri- 
marily associated with the Texas 
market during September-November 
may pool their entire production - 
during February-July on the Texas 
market. This will retain the primary 
intent of the “dairy farmer for other 
markets” provision. 

It is concluded that the proportion 
of a dairy farmer’s milk that may be 
associated with another market should 
be established at a level slightly great- 
er than was proposed by the propo- 
nent cooperative. The cooperative had 
suggested a percentage based on the 
proportion of the week that falls on a 
weekend. The selection of one-third as 
the appropriate proportion is based on 
this concept but recongized that some 
months contain five weekends. It is 
noted that the accounting for receipts 
and utilization of milk under the order 
is on a monthly basis. 

The change adopted herein should 
permit cooperative associations and 
pool plant operators to utilize their 
weekend reserve milk supplies in the 
most economical manner available to 
them without jeopardizing their abili- 
ty to qualify their dairy farmers as 
producers under the Texas order 
during the following months of Febru- 
ary through July. The revised “dairy 
farmer for other markets” provision, 
however, would continue to inhibit co- 
operative associations and pool plant 
operators from pooling on the Texas 
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market during the months of Febru- 
ary through July those dairy farmers 
who primarily had been supplying an- 
other market during the previous 
months of September through Novem- 
ber. 

Counsel for an opposing cooperative 
submitted a proposed finding that the 
reserve supplies are more than ade- 
quate to meet the needs of the Texas 
market without adding unneeded milk. 
The revisions adopted herein would 
allow some additional milk to be 
pooled under the Texas order during 
the months of February through July. 
It is appropriate that such supplies be 
pooled in the Texas market because 
the producers associated with such 
supplies will have delivered at least 
two-thirds of their milk production 
during September-November as pro- 
ducer milk under the Texas order. 
Under such circumstances, the addi- 
tional milk supplies should be consid- 
ered as reserve milk supplies for this 
market. The provision adopted herein 
will deter the shifting of dairy farmers 
to the Texas market during the heavy 
production months in those instances 
where such dairy farmers primarily 
were supplying another market during 
the previous short-production months. 

The counsel for the opposing cooper- 
ative also claimed that the major co- 
operative in the market has historical- 
ly engaged in predatory practices in 
the Texas market and asked that the 
Department make a finding to the 
effect. The record does not support 
such a finding. 

2. Diversions to nonpool plants. (a) 
The producer milk definition should 
be revised to specify that during each 
of the months of September through 
January at least 15 percent of a dairy 
farmer’s total deliveries of producer 
milk must be physically received at 
pool plants in order for any milk of 
such person to be eligible for diversion 
as producer milk to nonpool plants. If 
less than 15 percent of a producer’s 
milk is received at pool plants, then 
only that part of his milk physicaly re- 
ceived at pool plants should be consid- 
ered producer milk eligible for pooling. 
On the basis of every-other-day deliv- 
ery, three deliveries by a producer nor- 
mally would assure that such produc- 
er’s milk is eligible for diversion 
during the months of September 
through January. If deliveries are 
made each day, a producer normally 
would need to make only five deliv- 
eries during the month to meet the 15- 
percent requirement. 

Presently, the order provides that 
milk of a producer must be received at 
a pool plant before it is eligible to be 
diverted as producer milk. After the 
producer has established an associ- 
ation with the market via the one de- 
livery, his milk may be diverted to 
nonpool plants continuously thereaf- 


PROPOSED RULES 


ter. A pool plant operator may divert 
to nonpool plants a quantity of milk 
equal to one-third of the producer 
milk that the operator received at his 
pool plants. In the case of a coopera- 
tive association, a quantity of milk 
equal to one-third of the producer 
milk it causes to be delivered to pool 
plants other than its pool “balancing 
plant” may be diverted to nonpool 
plants. 

The cooperative association that 
represents a majority of the producers 
supplying the Texas market proposed 
that at least 15 percent of a producer’s 
deliveries of milk each month be re- 
ceived at a pool plant in order for any 
milk of such producer to be eligible for 
diversion to a nonpool plant as produc- 
er milk. The cooperative’s representa- 
tive testified that such a requirement 
is necessary to assure that producer 
milk pooled on the Texas market is ac- 
tually available for fluid use. He testi- 
fied that a cooperative association 
with producers located in southwest 
Missouri delivered milk from such pro- 
ducers on a limited basis to a Texas 
pool plant and thereafter diverted the 
milk of these producers continuously 
to a manufacturing plant in Missouri. 
Such milk, he claimed, is not made 
available to supply the fluid require- 
ments of Texas pool distributing 
plants under the current diversion 
provisions. 

The cooperative association with the 
Missouri producers in question op- 
posed this proposal because it would 
necessitate the delivery by the cooper- 
ative of milk of each of its producer- 
members in southeast Missouri to pool 
plants in Texas every month. This, the 
cooperative’s witness claimed, would 
be an uneconomic movement of milk 
since the milk is not needed each 
month by Texas pool plants. In its 
posthearing brief, the cooperative as- 
sociation stated that if it is concluded 
that some minimum delivery to pool 
plants is necessary, such deliveries 
should not exceed 1 day per month 
during each of the months of Septem- 
ber through November. 

In its brief, another cooperative as- 
sociation in the Texas market also op- 
posed the proposed 15-percent month- 
ly delivery requirement because it 
would create inefficient movements of 
milk. Another cooperative with Mis- 
souri producers on the Texas market 
also opposed the 15-percent delivery 
requirement on the basis that it would 
require the cooperative to make un- 
economic movements of milk to pool 
plants in Texas. 

It is essential that milk associated 
with the Texas market be made availa- 
ble for fluid use. The record evidence 
indicates that the class I needs of han- 
diers cannot be met during the 
months of seasonally short supply 
unless the milk of each producer is de- 
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livered to a pool plant at least once a 
week. It is evident from the 75- to 80- 
percent class I utilization of producer 
milk in the Texas market during the 
months of seasonally short supply 
that pool plants have been bottling 
each week on the average more than 5 
days, production of each producer (the 
bottling of five-sevenths of the weekly 
milk production of producers would 
result in a class I utilization of 72 per- 
cent). In view of the present bottling 
schedule of handlers in the market (5 
days per week or less), it can be seen 
that each producer would need to de- 
liver more than 5 days’ production to 
pool plants each week to meet the 
class I needs of handlers if the milk of 
all producers were delivered directly 
from the farm to pool distributing 
plants and utilized upon delivery. Be- 
cause handlers do have some storage 
facilities available to them, they are in 
@ position to utilize more than 5 days’ 
production of certain producers. Thus, 
to supply the fluid requirements of 
handlers, it is not necessary to require 
that each producer deliver at least 5 
days’ production each week. It is ap- 
parent, also, that the adoption of a co- 
operative association’s proposal requir- 
ing that the milk of a producer be de- 
livered only once during each of the 
months of September through Novem- 
ber would not furnish an adequate 
supply of milk to meet the fluid milk 
requirements of handlers. It is con- 
cluded, therefore, that the more strin- 
gent proposal requiring that at least 
15 percent of each producer’s milk be 
delivered to pool plants should be 
adopted. . However, the _ provisions 
should apply only during the months 
of September through January. 
During these months, milk supplies 
are the shortest and the need for pro- 
ducer milk at pool plants is the great- 
est. As further evidence of the need 
for producer milk at pool plants 
during such period, it is noted that the 
months of September-January are the 
months in which pool supply plants 
must make shipments to pool distrib- 
uting plants. 

It is not necessary to require mini- 
mum deliveries of producer milk to 
pool plants during the remaining 7 
months of the year. They are months 
of seasonally heavy milk production 
and demand tends to drop during the 
summer with the closing of schools. 
Requiring deliveries to pool plants 
during such months would cause un- 
necessary and uneconomical move- 
ments of milk merely to assure the 
pooling of producer milk that is divert- 
ed to nonpool plants. 

(b) The order should be revised to 
allow a cooperative association to 
divert producer milk to nonpool plants 
from its pool “balancing” plant (a pool 
plant meeting the requirements of 
§ 1126.7(e)). A provision that currently 
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excludes receipts of producer milk at a 
cooperative association’s balancing 
plant in determining the total quanti- 
ty of producer milk that the coopera- 
tive association may divert to nonpool 
plants would not be affected by this 
revision. — 

Presently, the order does not allow a 
cooperative association to divert pro- 
ducer milk from its balancing plant. 

The cooperative association that op- 
erates the only balancing plants 
pooled under the order (at Muenster 
and Sulphur Springs, Tex.) proposed 
the change described above. Propo- 
nent’s witness testified that the pres- 
ent provision has caused it to incur ad- 
ditional transportation costs to main- 
tain producer milk status of its pro- 
ducers delivering to these balancing 
plants when their milk must be divert- 
ed to nonpool plants. On certain days 
the cooperative’s balancing plants are 
filled to capacity, he stated, and the 
cooperative has no alternative but to 
divert milk from these balancing 
plants to nonpool plants. In such situ- 
ation the cooperative attempts to re- 
ceive the milk of these producers at a 
pool distributing plant and then divert 
the milk from the distributing plant. 
When this is not feasible, the coopera- 
tive diverts the milk directly from the 
balancing plants. As a consequence, 
the diverted milk loses producer milk 
status. During 1977 more than 2.7 mil- 
lion pounds of diverted milk from the 
cooperative’s balancing plants were ex- 
cluded from the pool. 

A handler on behalf of nonmember 
producers delivering to his plant and 
two cooperative associations opposed 
the proposal. Opponents stated that 
the proposal would allow proponent 
cooperative to increase the quantity of 
milk associated with the market. 

It is concluded that a cooperative as- 
sociation should be permitted to divert 
producer milk from its pool balancing 
plant to nonpool plants. The proposed 
change is needed to give a cooperative 
association additional flexibility in dis- 
posing of its reserve milk supplies. 
Contrary to the position taken by op- 
ponents, the change would not enable 
the cooperative to attach any addi- 
tional supplies of milk to the order. 
The order would continue to base the 
quantity of producer milk that a coop- 
erative could divert to nonpool plants 
on the deliveries of producer milk to 
pool plants other than its balancing 
plants. Thus, this revision would have 
virtually no impact upon the other 
producers who are supplying the 
market and should be adopted. 


RULINGS ON PROPOSED FINDINGS AND 
CONCLUSIONS 


Briefs and proposed findings and 
conclusions were filed on behalf of cer- 
tain interested parties. These briefs, 
proposed findings and conclusions and 
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the evidence in the record were consid- 
ered in making the findings and con- 
clusions set forth above. To the extent 
that the suggested findings and con- 
clusions filed by interested parties are 
inconsistent with the findings and con- 
clusions set forth herein, the requests 
to make such findings or reach such 
conclusions are denied for the reasons 
previously stated in this decision. 

An objection was raised at the hear- 
ing and reiterated in his brief by coun- 
sel for a cooperative association that 
the administrative law judge erred in 
excluding the admission of three inter- 
nal memorandum of the U.S. Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. The administra- 
tive law judge ruled that these docu- 
ments should not be admitted as ex- 
hibits since they lacked relevancy and 
materiality and that the preparers of 
the memorandums were not available 
for cross-examination the hearing. His 
ruling has been reviewed in light of 
the arguments presented and is 
hereby affirmed. 


GENERAL FINDINGS 


The findings and determinations 
hereinafter set forth are supplemen- 
tary and in addition to the findings 
and determinations previously made in 
connection with the issuance of the 
aforesaid order and of the previously 
issued amendments thereto; and all of 
said previous findings and determina- 
tions are hereby ratified and affirmed, 
except insofar as such findings and de- 
terminations may be in conflict with 
the findings and determinations set 
forth herein. 

(a) The tentative market agreement 
and the order, as hereby proposed to 
be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof, will tend to effec- 
tuate the declared policy of the Act; 

(b) The parity prices of milk as de- 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of 
feeds, and other economic conditions 
which affect market supply and 
demand for milk in the marketing 
area, and the minimum prices speci- 
fied in the tentative marketing agree- 
ment and the order, as hereby pro- 
posed to be amended, are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, 
insure a sufficient quantity of pure 
and wholesome milk, and be in the 
public interest; and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree- 
ment and the order, as hereby pro- 
posed to be amended, will regulate the 
handling of milk in the same manner 
as, and will be applicable only to per- 
sons in the respective classes of indus- 
trial and commercial activity specified 
in, a marketing agreement upon which 
a hearing has been held. 


RECOMMENDED MARKETING AGREEMENT 
AND ORDER AMENDING THE ORDER 


The recommended marketing agree- 
ment is not included in this decision 
because the regulatory provisions 
thereof would be the same as those 
contained in the order, as hereby pro- 
posed to be amended. The following 
order amending the order, as amend- 
ed, regulating the handling of milk in 
the Texas marketing area is recom- 
mended as the detailed and appropri- 
ate means by which the foregoing con- 
clusions may be carried our: 

1. Section 1126.12(b)(5) is revised as 
follows: 


§ 1126.12 . Producer. 


* * 


(b) se & 

(5) Any person with respect to milk 
produced by him during the months of 
February through July that is caused 
to be delivered to a pool plant by a co- 
operative association or a pool plant 
operator if during the immediately 
preceding period of September 
through November more than one- 
third of the milk from the same farm 
was caused by such cooperative associ- 
ation or pool plant operator to be de- 
livered to plants as other than produc- 
er milk (except milk that is not pro- 
ducer milk as a result of a temporary 
loss of grade A approval or the appli- 
cation of §1126.13(e) (4) and (5)), 
unless such pool plant was a nonpool 
plant during any of such immediately 
preceding months. 


2. In § 1126.13, the introductory text 
of paragraph (e) immediately preced- 
ing subparagraph (1), and paragraph 
(e)(1) are revised as follows: 


§ 1126.13 Producer milk. — 


* * * * * 


(e) Diverted from a pool plant to a 
nonpool plant that is not a producer- 
handler plant for the account of the 
handler operating such pool plant or a 
handler described in § 1126.9(b), sub- 
ject to the following conditions: 

(1) Milk of a dairy farmer shall not 
be eligible for diversion during any 
month unless milk of such dairy 
farmer was physically received as pro- 
ducer milk at a pool plant and the 
dairy farmer has continuously re- 
tained producer status since that time 
and further, during each of the 
months of September through Janu- 
ary not less than 15 percent of the 
milk of such dairy farmer is physically 
received as producer milk at a pool 
plant. If a dairy farmer loses his pro- 
ducer status under the order (except 
as a result of a temporary loss of grade | 
A approval), his milk shall not be eligi- 
ble for diversion until milk of such 
dairy farmer has been physically re- 
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ceived as ‘producer milk at a pool 
plant; 


* * * * + 


(An impact analysis relative to this decision 
is available from the Agricultural Marketing 
Service.) . 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on 
August 4, 1978. 


WILLIAM T. MANLEY, 
Deputy Administrator, 
Marketing Program Operations. 


{FR Doc. 78-22143 Filed 8-7-8:45 am] 


[3410-05] 


Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation 
Service 


{7 CFR Part 722] 


1979 EXTRA LONG STAPLE COTTON 
PROGRAM 


Proposed Determinations Regarding National 
Marketing Quota, National Acreage Allot- 
ment, and Other Related Operating Provi- 
sions for 1979 


AGENCY: Agricultural Stabilization 
and Conservation Service, USDA. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: The Secretary of Agricul- 
ture proposes to make the following 
determinations with respect to the 
1979 crop of extra long staple cotton 
(referred to as “ELS cotton’’): 

(1) National marketing quota. 

(2) National acreage allotment. 

(3) Apportionment of the national 
acreage allotment to States and coun- 
ties. 

(4) Date or period for conducting the 
national marketing quota referendum. 

The above determinations are re- 
quired to be made by the Secretary in 
accordance with provisions of the Ag- 
ricultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as 
amended. The effect of these determi- 
nations is to determine the national 
marketing quota and national acreage 
allotment, apportionment of the na- 
tional allotment to States and counties 
and set the date or period for the ref- 
erendum in which farmers vote on 
marketing quotas. 

This notice invites written comments 
on these proposed determinations. 


DATES: Comments must be received 
on or before October 10,1978. 


ADDRESSES: Mail comments to 
Acting Director, Production Adjust- 
ment Division, ASCS, U.S. Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, Room 3630 South 
Building, P.O. Box 2415, Washington, 
D.C. 20013. Comments will be made 
available for public inspection at the 
office of the Acting Director during 
regular business hours, 8:15 to 4:45 
p.m. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL, 43, NO. 153—TUESDAY, AUGUST 8, 1978 


PROPOSED RULES 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Charles V. Cunningham (ASCS), 
202-447-7873. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The following determinations with re- 
spect to the 1979 crop of ELS cotton 
are to be made pursuant to the Agri- 
cultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as 
amended (52 Stat. 31, 7 U.S.C. 1281) 
(hereafter referred to as the ‘‘act’’): 

(a) National marketing quota. Sec- 
tion 347(b)(1) of the act requires the 
Secretary to proclaim the amount of 
the national marketing quota for the 
1979 crop of ELS cotton by October 
15, 1978. Such marketing quota shall 
be the number of standard bales of 
ELS cotton equal to the sum of the es- 
timated domestic consumption and es- 
timated exports, less estimated im- 
ports, for the 1979-80 marketing year, 


INFORMATION 


_ which begins August 1, 1979, plus such 


additional number of bales, if any, as 
the Secretary determines necessary to 
assure adequate working stocks in 
trade channels until ELS cotton from 
the 1980 crop becomes readily availa- 
ble without resort to Commodity 
Credit Corporation stocks. The Secre- 
tary may reduce the quota so deter- 
mined for the purpose of reducing sur- 
plus stocks, but not below the mini- 
mum quota of 82,481 standard bales 
prescribed under section 347 (b) (2) of 
the act. 


(b) National acreage allotment. Pur-. 


suant to section 34(a), the national 
acreage allotment for the 1979 crop of 
ELS cotton shall be that acreage de- 


-termined-by multiplying the national 


marketing quota in bales by 480 
pounds (net weight of a standard bale) 
and dividing the result by the national 
average yield per acre of ELS cotton 
for the 4 calendar years 1974, 1975, 
1976, and 1977. 

If favorable worldwide growing con- 
ditions exist throughout the 1978-1979 
marketing year the carryover of ELS 
cotton as of August 1, 1979, the begiii- 
ning of the 1979-80 marketing year, 
could be around 61,000 bales. If poor 
weather should prevail during the 
1978-89 season, carryout on August 1, 
1979, could fall to as low as 36,000 
bales. A carryover of about 40,000 to 
50,000 bales is generally considered de- 
sirable. . 

Based on these carryover projec- 
tions, and tentative projections of do- 
mestic use, exports, and imports for 
the 1979-80 season, we estimate that 
the 1979 national: marketing quota 
should be around 105,000 to 140,000 
bales and the national allotment 
around 88,000 to 115,000 acres in order 
to maintain the desirable carryover 
level at the end of the 1979-80 market- 
ing year. 

(c) Apportionment of the national 
acreage allotment to States and coun- 
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ties. Sections 344 (b) and (e) provide 
that the national acreage allotment 
for the 1979 crop of ELS cotton shall 
be apportioned to States and counties 
on the basis of the acreage planted to 
ELS cotton, (including acreage regard- 
ed as having been planted) during the 
5 calendar years, 1973, 1974, 1975, 
1976, and 1977, adjusted for abnormal 


-weather conditions during such period. 


Section 344(e) further provides that 
the State committee may reserve not 
to exceed 10 percent of its State allot- 
ment to adjust county allotments for 
trends in acreage, for counties adverse- 
ly affected by abnormal conditions af- 
fecting plantings, or for small or new 
farms, or to correct inequities in farm 
allotments and to prevent hardship. 

(d) Date or period for conducting the 
national marketing quota referendum. 
Section 343 requires the Secretary to 
conduct a referendum by secret ballot 
of the farmers engaged in the produc- 
tion of ELS cotton during 1978, by De- 
cember 15, 1978, to determine whether 
such farmers are in favor of or op- 
posed to the quota. If more than one- 
third of the farmers voting in the ref- 
erendum oppose the national market- 
ing quota, such quota shall become in- 
effective upon proclamation of the re- 
sults of the referendum. Section 343 
further requires the Secretary to pro- 
claim the results of the referendum 
within 30 days after the date of such 
referendum. 

Pursuant to section 343, the Secre- 
tary proposes that said referendum be 
held during the period December 4-8, 
1978, inclusive. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., on 
August 2, 1978. 


RAY FITZGERALD, 
Administration, Agricultural 
Stabilization and Conserva- 
tion and Conservation Service. 


{FR Doc. 78-21935 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[3410-02] 


Agricultural Marketing Service 
{7 CFR Part 993] 


HANDLING OF DRIED PRUNES PRODUCED IN 
CALIFORNIA 


Proposed Amendment of Adminisirative Rules 
and Regulations 


AGENCY: Agricultural 
Service, USDA. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This proposal, recom- 
mended by the Prune Administrative 
Committee, would amend 
§ 993.149(c)(2) of the rules and regula- 
tions which currently requires the 
handler to have the inspection service 
issue a signed inspection certificate. It 
would eliminate the requirement that 
an inspector sign each certificate. All 


Marketing 


re F 
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of the computations on these certifi- 
cates are made by the inspection ser- 
vice’s computer firm, and requiring an 
inspector to sign each certificate 
serves no useful purpose. 


DATES: Written comments on this 
proposal must be received by August 
15, 1978. 


ADDRESSES: Written comments 
should be submitted in duplicate to 
the Hearing Clerk, Room 1077, South 
Building, U.S. Department of Agricul- 
ture, Washington, D.C. 20250. All writ- 
ten submissions will be made available 
for public inspection at the office of 
the hearing clerk during regular busi- 
ness hours. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Charles R. Brader, 202-447-6393. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
This proposal would amend paragraph 
(c(2) of section 993.149 of Subpart — 
Administrative Rules and Regulations 
(7 CFR 993.101-993.174). The subpart 
is operative pursuant to the marketing 
agreement, as amended, and Order No. 
993, as amended (7 CFR, part 993), 
regulating the handling of dried 
prunes produced in California. The 
amended marketing agreement and 
order are effective under the Agricul- 
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674). . 
The proposal was recommended by 
the Prune Administrative Committee 
and would remove the requirement 
that the inspector sign each inspection 
certificate issued by the inspection 
service on each lot of prunes received 
by a handler from a grower or dehy- 
drator. The D.F.A. of California is the 
inspection service designated to per- 
form inspections under the order. All 
of the computations on these inspec- 
tion certificates are made by the in- 
spection service’s computer firm, and 
then checked by the inspection service 
for obvious errors. Since these certifi- 
cates are computerized print outs, the 
inspector’s signature is unnecessary to 
attest to the certificate’s accuracy. 
The proposal is as follows: 


§ 993.149 [Amended] 


1. In the first sentence in 
§ 993.149(c)(2), the word “signed” is 
deleted. 


Dated: August 3, 1978. 


CHARLES R. BRADER, 
Deputy Director, 
Fruit and Vegetable Division. 
(FR Doc. 78-22102 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 
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[6750-01] 
FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 
[16 CFR Part 13] 


[File No. 771 0034) 
THE ADVERTISING CHECKING BUREAU, INC. 


Consent Agreement With Analysis To Aid 
Public Comment 


AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission. 


ACTION: Provisional consent agree- 
ment. 


SUMMARY: In settlement of alleged 
violations of Federal law prohibiting 
unfair acts and practices and unfair 
methods of competition, this provi- 
sionally accepted consent agreement, 
among other things, would require a 
New York City administrator and 
auditor of cooperative advertising pro- 
grams to cease designing or imple- 
menting cooperative advertising pro- 
grams for their clients which limit or 
restrict the rights of dealers to obtain 
cooperative advertising allowances for 
merchandise they have advertised or 
sold at other than regular or suggested 
retail prices. 


DATE: Comments must be received on 
or before October 5, 1978. 


ADDRESS: Comments should be di- 
rected to Office of the Secretary, Fed- 
eral Trade Commission, 6th Street and 
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20580. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


William A: Arbitman, Regional Di- 
rector, Federal Trade Commission, 
450 Golden Gate Avenue, San Fran- 
cisco, Calif..94102, 415-556-1270. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Pursuant to section 6(f) of the Federal 
Trade Commission Act, 38 Stat. 721, 15 
U.S.C. 46 and §2.34 of the Commis- 
sion’s rules of practice (16 CFR 2.34), 
notice is hereby given that the follow- 
ing consent agreement containing a 
consent order to cease and desist and 
an explanation thereof, having been 
filed with and provisionally accepted 
by the Commission, has been placed 
on the public record, together with 
material submitted to the Commission 
that is not exempt from public disclo- 
sure under the Freedom of Informa- 
tion Act, for a period of sixty (60) 
days. Public comment is invited. Such 
comments or views will be considered 
by the Commission and will be availa- 
ble for inspection and copying at its 
principal office in accordance with 
§ 4.9(b)(14) of the Commission’s rules 
of practice (16 CFR 4.9(b)(4)). 


{File No. 771 0034] 


IN THE MATTER OF THE ADVERTISING 
CHECKING BuREAU, INC., A CORPORATION 


AGREEMENT CONTAINING CONSENT ORDER TO 
CEASE AND DESIST 


The Federal Trade Commission having 
initiated an investigation of certain acts and 
practices of the Advertising Checking 
Bureau, Inc., a corporation, and it now ap- 
pearing that the Advertising Checking 
Bureau, Inc., a corporation, hereinafter 
sometimes referred to as proposed respon- 
dent, is willing to enter into an agreement 
containing an order to cease and desist from 
the use of the acts and practices being in- 
vestigated, 

It is hereby agreed by and between the 
Advertising Checking Bureau, Inc., by its 
duly authorized officer and its attorney, and 
counsel for the Federal Trade Commission 
that: 

1. Proposed respondent the Advertising 
Checking Bureau, Inc., is a corporation or- 
ganized, existing, and doing business under 
and by virtue of the laws of the State of 
New York, with its office and principal 
place of business located at 353 Park 
Avenue South, in the city of New York, 
State of New York. Proposed respondent is 
the parent corporation of four corporate 
subsidiaries which respectively maintain of- 
fices in Chicago; Ill.; San Francisco, Calif.; 
Memphis, Tenn.; and Columbus, Ohio. 

2. Proposed respondent admits all of the 
jurisdictional facts set forth in the draft 
complaint here attached. 

3. Proposed respondent waives: 

(a) Any further procedural steps; 

(b) The requirement that the Commis- 
sion’s decision contain a statement of find- 
ings of fact and conclusions of law; and 

(c) All rights to seek judicial review or 
otherwise to challenge or contest the valid- 
ity of the order entered pursuant to this 
agreement. 

4. This agreement shall not become a 
party of the public record of the proceeding 
unless and until it is accepted by the Com- 
mission. If this agreement is accepted by 
the Commission it, together with the draft 
of complaint contemplated thereby and re- 
lated material pursuant to rule 2.34 will be 
placed on the pulic record for a period of 
sixty (60) days and information in respect 
thereto publicly released. The Commission 
thereafter may cither withdraw its accept- 
ance of this agreement and so notify the 
proposed respondent, in which event it will 
take such action as it may consider appro- 
priate, or issue and serve its complaint (in 
such form as the circumstances may re- 
quire) and decision, in disposition of the 


roceeding. 

5. This agreement is for settlement pur- 
poses only and does not constitute an admis- 
sion by proposed respondent that the law 
has been violated as alleged in the draft of 
complaint here attached. 

6. This agreement contemplates that, if it 
is accepted by the Commission, and if such 
acceptance is not subsequently withdrawn 
by the Commission pursuant to the provi- 
sions of § 2.34 of the Commission’s rules, the 
Commission may, without further notice to 
proposed respondent: (1) Issue its complaint 
corresponding in form and substance with 
the draft of complaint here attached and its 
decision containing the following order to 
cease and desist in disposition of the pro- 
ceeding, and (2) make information public in 
respect thereto. When so entered, the order 
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to cease and desist shall have the same force 
and effect and may be altered, modified, or 
set aside in the same manner and within the 
same time provided by statute for other 
orders. The order shall become final upon 
service. Mailing of the complaint and deci- 
sion containing the agreed-to order to pro- 
posed respondent’s address as stated in this 
agreement shall constitute service. Proposed 
respondent waives any right it may have to 
any other manner of service. The complaint 
may be used in construing the terms of the 
order, and no agreement, understanding, 
representation, or interpretation not con- 
tained in the order or the agreement may be 
used to vary or contradict the terms of the 
order. 

7. Proposed respondent has read the pro- 
posed complaint and order contemplated 
hereby. It understands that once the order 
has been issued, it will be required to file 
one or more compliance reports showing 
that it has fully complied with the order, 
and that it may be liable for civil penalties 
in the amount provided by law for each vio- 
lation of the order after it becomes final. 


ORDER 


For the purposes of this order, the follow- 
ing definitions shall apply: 

“Client” is defined as any person, partner- 
ship, corporation, or firm which has re- 
tained the Advertising Checking Bureau, 
Inc., to conduct, administer, or audit, or to 
assist in the design or implementation of 
any cooperative advertising program or por- 
tion thereof. 

“Dealer” is defined as any person, part- 
nership, corporation, or firm which is eligi- 
ble to participate in any client’s cooperative 
advertising program. 


I 


It is ordered, That respondent, the Adver- 
tising Checking Bureau, Inc., a corporation, 
its successors, and assigns, and respondent’s 
officers, agents, representatives, and em- 
ployees, directly or indirectly, or through 
any corporation, subsidiary, division, or 
other device, in connection with the design- 
ing, implementing, conducting, administer- 
ing, or auditing of any cooperative advertis- 
ing program, or portion thereof, in or affect- 
ing commerce, as “commerce” is defined in 
the Federal Trade Commission Act, shall 
cease and desist from: ? 

Designing, implementing, conducting, ad- 
ministering, or auditing any plan, program, 
or scheme, in whole or in part, in such 
manner as to restrict, condition, or limit the 
right of any dealer to obtain cooperative ad- 
vertising credits or allowances because of 
any of the following: 

a. Selling or advertising any product at 
other than the dealer’s regular selling price. 

b. Selling or advertising any product at a 
sale price, at a discount price, at a promo- 
tional price, at a reduced price, at an off- 
price, or at a markdown. 

c. Selling or advertising any product at 
less than the suggested retail price, at less 
than the preticketed price, or at less than 
any minimum resale price. 

d. Selling or advertising any product using 
comparative prices. 


ai 


Any cooperative advertising plan or pro- 
gram which limits or restricts any dealer 
from obtaining cooperative advertising cred- 
its or allowances for the advertising of clo- 
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seouts, irregulars, or seconds shall not be 
deemed to violate this order. 


Ill 


It is further ordered, That respondent 
shall: 

1. Within thirty (30) days after service of 
this order, mail under separate cover a copy 
of this order and complaint to every client 
whose cooperative advertising program is 
designed, implemented, conducted, adminis- 
tered, or audited by respondent in such 
manner as to restrict, condition, or limit the 
right of any dealer to obtain cooperative ad- 
vertising credits or allowances because of 
any of the restrictions or limitations con- 
tained in paragraph I hereinabove. An affi- 
davit of mailing shall be sworn to by an offi- 
cial of respondent verifying that said mail- 
ing was performed. 

2. Within sixty (60) days after service of 
this order, distribute a copy of this order to 
each of its operating divisions and subsidiar- 
ies and to all officers, sales personnel, and 


auditing personnel, and secure from each 


such entity or person a signed statement ac- 
knowledging receipt of said order. 
IV 

It is further ordered, That respondent 
notify the Commission at least thirty (30) 
days prior to any proposed changes in the 
corporate respondent such as dissolution, 
assignments or sale resulting in the emer- 
gence of a successor corporation, the cre- 
ation or dissolution of subsidiaries, or any 
other change in the corporation which may 
affect compliance obligations arising out of 
the order. 

Vv 

It is further ordered, That respondent 
shall, within sixty (60) days. after service 
upon it of this order, file with the Commis- 
sion a report in writing, setting forth in 
detail the manner and form in which it has 
complied with this order. 


ANALYSIS OF PROPOSED CONSENT ORDER 
To AID PuBLIC COMMENT 


The Federal Trade Commission has 
provisionally accepted an agreement 
to a proposed consent order from the 
Advertising Checking Bureau, Inc. 
(“ACB”). 

The proposed consent order, and 
material submitted by ACB to the 
Commission that is reasonably related 
to the merits of the order and is not 
exempt from disclosure under the 
Freedom of Information Act, have 
been placed on the public record for 
sixty (60) days for reception of com- 
ments by interested persons. Com- 
ments received during this period will 
become part of the public record. 
After sixty (60) days, the Commission 
will again review the agreement and 
the comments received and will decide 
whether it should withdraw from the 
agreement or make final the agree- 
ment’s proposed order. 

The complaint in this matter alleges 
that: 

(1) ACB administers or audits coop- 
erative advertising programs for over 
400 prominent manufacturers. It has 


35055 


also assisted in the design or imple- 
mentation of such programs. 

(2) Some of these programs limit or 
restrict the rights of dealers to obtain 
cooperative advertising allowances 
when they sell or advertise merchan- 
dise: 

a. At other than the dealers’ regular 
selling price; 

b. At a sale price, at a discount price, 
at a promotional price, at a reduced 
price, at an off-price, or at a mark- 
down; 

c. At less than the suggested retail 
price, at less than the preticketed 
price, or at less than any minimum 
resale price; or 

d. Using a price comparison. 

(3) Programs containing any, of the 
restrictions described in paragraph 2 
hereinabove have the capacity, ten- 
dency, and effect of illegally influenc- 
ing the resale prices of dealers, and of 
suppressing competition between or 
among dealers selling a manufactur- 
er’s products. 

The proposed order prohibits ACB 
from: 

Designing, implementing, conduct- 
ing, administering, or auditing any 
plan, program, or scheme, in whole or 
in part in such manner as to restrict, 
condition, or limit the right of any 
dealer to obtain cooperative advertis- 
ing credits for allowances because of 
any of the following: 

a. Selling or advertising any product 
at other than the dealer’s regular sell- 
ing price. 

b. Selling or advertising any product 
at a sale price, at a discount price, at a 
promotional price, at a reduced price, 
at an off-price, or at a markdown. 

c. Selling or advertising any product 
at least than the suggested retail 
price, at less than the preticketed 
price, or at less than any minimum 
resale price. 

d. Selling or advertising any product 
using comparative prices. 

The proposed order does not prohib- 
it ACB from administering any pro- 
gram which restricts dealers from ob- 
taining cooperative advertising al- 
lowances for the advertising of close- 
outs, irregulars, or seconds. 

The purpose of this analysis is to fa- 
cilitate public comment on the pro- 
posed order. It is not intended to con- 
stitute an official interpretation of the 
agreement and proposed order or to 
modify in any way their terms. 

Caro. M. THOMAS, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 78-21950 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


é 
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[1505-01] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 


Food and Drug Administration 
[21 CFR Parts 16, 10, and 812] 


[Docket No. 76-N-0324] 
MEDICAL DEVICES 


Procedures for Investigational Device 
Exemptions 


Corrections 


In FR Doc. 78-12794 appearing at 
page 20726 in the issue for Friday, 
May 12, 1978, the following correc- 
tions should be made. 

1. In the first line of the first full 
paragraph in the third column on, 
page 20728, the section number should 
read, “§ 812.2(b)(6)” 


2. In the fourteenth line of the 
second full paragraph in the middle 
column on page 20733, the word now 
reading, “fight” should read, “‘right’’. 

3. In the eighteenth line of the 
middle paragraph in the third column 
on page 20738, “informal” should read, 
“informed”. 

4. The sixth line of the first full 
paragraph in the first column on page 
20746 should read, “Stat. 565-574, 578 
(21 U.S.C. 331, 351,” 

5. The eighth line of paragraph 
number eight in the third column on 
page 20752 should read, “practices 
used in conducting the study” 

6. On page 20753 the section heading 
now reading, “§ 182.35” should read, 
“§ 812.35” 

7. On page 20755 the section heading 
now reading, “§ 112.43”, should read 
“§ 812.43” 

8. The first line of paragraph 
number four in the first column on 
page 20755 should read, “A statement 
as to whether any”. 


[4110-03] 


[21 CFR Part 320] 
[Docket No. 78N-0178] 


PROCAINAMIDE HYDROCHLORIDE 
BIOEQUIVALENCE REQUIREMENTS 


ae : Food and Drug Administra- 
tion. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This proposal would es- 
tablish a bioequivalence requirement 
for procainamide hydrochloride oral 
drug products used in treatment and 
control of irregular hearbeat (cardiac 
arrhythmia). Available data suggests 


PROPOSED RULES 


that a bioequivalence problem exists 
among the various brands of procaina- 
mide hydrochloride intended to be 
used. for a comparable therapeutic 
effect. Under this proposed bioequiva- 
lence requirement, different brands of 
procainamide hydrochloride drug 
products intended to be used inter- 


. cChangeably in treatment of cardiac ar- 


rhythmia would all meet the same 
standards. Batch-to-batch uniformity 
of the same drug product by each 
manufacturer would also be ensured. 


DATES: Comments by October 10, 
1978. The Director of the Bureau of 
Drugs proposes that the final regula- 
tion based on this proposal be effec- 
tive September 7, 1978. 


ADDRESS: Written comments to the 
Hearing Clerk (HFA-305), Food and 
Drug Administration, Room 4-65, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, Md. 20857. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Jerome P. Skelly, Bureau of Drugs 
(HFD-522), Food and Drug Adminis- 
tration, Department of Health, Edu- 
cation, and Welfare, 5600 Fishers 
Lane, Rockville, Md. 20857, 301-443- 
4750. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Regulations in subpart C of part 320 
(21 CFR Part 320), published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER of January 7, 1977 
(42 FR 1624), set forth procedures for 
the Commissioner of Food and Drugs, 
on his own intitiative or in response to: 
a petition from an interested person, 
to propose and establish a bioequiva- 
lence requirement for drug products in 
the same dosage form that contain 
identical amounts of the same active 
drug ingredient and that are intended 
to be used interchangeably for the 
same therapeutic effect and for which 
there is a known or potential bioequi- 
valence problem. This authority to 
issue, amend, or repeal regulations es- 
tablishing bioequivalence require- 
ments for drug products for human 
use is delegated to the Director and 
Deputy Director of the Bureau of 
Drugs of the Food and Drug Adminis- 
tration (FDA) by §5.79 (21 CFR 5.79), 
which was published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER Of November 11, 1977 (42 FR 
58738). Data available to FDA suggest 
that there is well-documented evi- 
dence of actual and potential bioequi- 
valence differences among the cur- 
rently marketed brands of oral formu- 
lations of procainamide hydrochloride 
produced by various manufacturers, 
based on the criteria set forth in 
§ 320.52 (21 CFR 320.52). Therefore, 
the Director of the Bureau of Drugs, 
hereafter referred to as “the Direc- 
tor,” on his own intitiative tentatively 
concludes that a bioequivalence re- 
quirement involving in vivo testing in 
humans and in vitro dissolution test- 


ing should be established for procaina- 


mide hydrochloride. The evidence on 
which the Director bases his tentative 
conclusion (Ref. 1) and the proposed 
bioequivalence requirement are dis- 
cussed below. 


BACKGROUND 


Orally administered procainamide 
hydrochloride, the chemical name of 
which is p - amino - M2 - 
diethylamino)ethyl) benzamide, is ef- 
fective in suppressing irregular heart- 
beat by depressing the excitability and 
conductivity of both the atrium and 
the ventricles. The drug is depicted by 
the following structural formula: 


HLN ) CONHCH. CHN( CH, CH, ) 2HcL 


Although some of the orally admin- 
istered drug is metabolically cleared 
by the liver (Ref. 2), 60 percent is 
eliminated through the kidneys, in- 
volving, in part, renal tubular secre- 
tion (Refs. 3 and 4). Insignificant 
amounts are excreted in the bile (Refs. 
2 and 5). The drug has a half-life of 3 
to 4 hours. 


EVIDENCE TO ESTABLISH A 
BIOEQUIVALENCE REQUIREMENT 


The following criteria as set forth in 
§ 320.52 were considered by the Direc- 
tor in determining that a bioequiva- 
lence requirement should be estab- 
lished: 

1. Evidence that the drug products 
exhibit a narrow therapeutic ratio, 
e.g., there is less than a twofold differ- 
ence in median lethal dose (LDs9) and 
median effective dose (ED;9) values, or 
have less than a twofold difference in 
the minimum tozic concentrations 
and minimum effective concentrations 
in the blood, and safe and effective use 
of the drug products requires careful 
dosage titration and patient monitor- 
ing (§ 320.52(c)). 

Gey, Levy, Fisher, Pettet, and Bruce 
(Ref. 6) state that procainamide hy- 
drochloride is effective at a plasma 
concentration of 4 to 8 micrograms per 
milliliter (mcg/ml), while Gelbrand 
and Rosen (Ref. 7) state that the ef- 
fective range is 3 to 10 mcg/ml. Moe, 
Gordon, and Abildskov (Ref. 8) state 
that the drug is partially effective at a 
plasma concentration of 2 to 4 mcg/ 
ml, usually. effective at a concentra- 
tion of 4 to 8 mcg/ml, and potentially 
toxic at plasma levels above 8 mcg/ml. 
Koch-Weser (Refs. 2, 10, and 11) 
shows that procainamide hydrochlo- 
ride is usually effective at a plasma 
concentration of 4 to 8 mcg/ml, al- 
though in occasional patients 8 to 16 
mcg/ml is more effective. He further 
states that toxic manifestations are 
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rare below 12 mcg/ml, common above 
it, and are the rule above 16 mcg/ml. 
He cites four patient deaths where the 
plasma values ranged from 17.6 to 25.2 
mcg/ml (Ref. 11). Other observers, 
however, have reported toxicity in the 
4 to 8 mcg/ml range (Ref. 12). 

2. Competent medical determination 
that a lack of bioequivalence would 
have a serious adverse effect in the 
treatment or prevention of a serious 
disease or condition (§ 320.52(d)). 

Procainamide hydrochloride, em- 
ployed in the treatment of severe and 
often life-threatening cardiac arrhyth- 
mias, is titrated-to the individual pa- 
tient. Substitution of a poorly bioavai- 
lable drug product in the regimen of a 
patient controlled on a satisfactorily 
available drug product would result in 
failure to control life-threatening ar- 
rhythmias. On the other hand, a satis- 
factorily bioavailable drug product, if 
substituted in the regimen of a patient 
controlled on a poorly available drug 
product, would precipitate severe hy- 
potensive responses and perhaps 
death. 

3. Pharmacokinetic evidence that: a. 
The degree of absorption of the active 
drug ingredient, therapeutic moiety, or 
its precursor is poor, e.g., less than 50 
percent, ordinarily in comparison to 
an intravenous dose, even when it is 
administered in pure form, e.g., in so- 
lution (§ 320.52(f)(2)). 

Data from several studies show that 
75 percent of orally administered pro- 
cainamide hydrochloride is absorbed 
in most patients (Refs. 2, 9, and 10). 
However, in a significant portion (25 
percent) of the patients studied, less 
than half of the orally administered 
form was absorbed (Refs. 2, 10, and 
11). 

b. There is rapid metabolism of the 
therapeutic moiety in the intestinal 
wall or liver during the process of ab- 
sorption (first-pass metabolism) so the 
thereapeutic effect and/or toxicity of 
such drug product is determined by the 
rate as well as the degree of absorption 
(§ 320.52(f(3)). 

Orally administered procainamide 
hydrochloride gains access to the 
body’s circulatory system via the liver. 
Data from several studies (Refs. 9 and 
11) show that a significant amount of 
the drug, 21 percent, is metabolized by 
the liver during the first passage 
through the circulatory system. This 
phenomenon is generally referred to 
as the first-pass effect. 


THE BIOEQUIVALENCE REQUIREMENT 


On the basis of the above informa- 
tion, the Director tentatively con- 
cludes that the evidence meets one or 
more of the criteria set forth in 
§ 320.52 and proposes to establish a 
bioequivalence requirement for single 
active ingredient oral drug products 
containing procainamide hydrochlo- 


PROPOSED RULES 


ride. The proposed bioequivalence re- 
quirement would be applicable to all 
manufacturers of such drug products 
and would require each manufacturer, 
except a manufacturer of a reference 
material or a manufacturer who has 
previously conducted in vivo bioavaila- 
bility/bioequivalence studies fulfilling 
the requirements of this section, to (1) 
conduct an in vitro dissolution test 
comparing its drug product with a 
specified reference material, and (2) 
conduct an in vivo bioavailability 
study comparing the same lot of its 
drug product with a specified refer- 
ence material. Under this proposed re- 
quirement, the test product would be 
considered to meet the bioequivalence 
requirement if (1) the in vitro data 
show that the dissolution rate for the 
test drug product is not less than 50 
percent in 30 minutes and not less 


‘than 80 percent in 60 minutes, and (2) 


the in vivo data show that the test 
drug product meets the following con- 
ditions: 

1. The test drug product and the ref- 
erence material indicate no more than 
20 percent difference in the compari- 
son of measured parameters, e.g., con- 
centration of the active drug ingredi- 
ent in the plasma, peak plasma levels 
(Cmax), area under the plasma con- 
centration-time curves (AUC), and 
time to obtain peak plasma levels 
(Tmax); and 

2. The test product should be at 
least 75 percent as bioavailable as the 
administered reference material using 
the subjects as their own controls, 
that is, administering both the refer- 
ence material and the test drug mate- 
rial to each subject. 

3. Analytical and statistical tech- 
niques used are of sufficient sensitiv- 
ity to detect those differences in rate 
and extent of absorption that are not 
attributable to subject, variability. 

The Director advises that further in 
vivo studies may be required where 
the data submitted in the application 
differ significantly from data involving 
valid studies reported in the literature 
or obtained by the agency using a vali- 
dated protocol and method. 

The Director further proposes that 
the manufacturer of the drug product 
selected by FDA as the reference ma- 
terial and the manufacturer of any 
drug product subject to the require- 
ments of the section proposed below, 
who has already conducted in vivo 
tests in humans to demonstrate bioa- 
vailability/bioequivalence of its drug 
product in accordance with the provi- 
sions of the proposed section below, 
would be required, in addition, to con- 
duct an in vitro dissolution test on 
three consecutive lots/batches of its 
drug product to demonstrate consist- 
ent dissolution performance. If the 
manufacturer of the reference materi- 
al has not already conducted in vivo 
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bioavailability/bioequivalence studies 
fulfilling the requirements of this sec- 
tion, the manufacturer shall conduct 
an in vivo bioavailability study com- 
paring the reference material with a 
solution of an equivalent amount of 
the procainamide hydrochloride con- 
tained in the reference material. 

Any manufacturer of a drug product 
subject to this proposed section who 
has conducted in vivo bioavailability/ 
bioequivalence studies before the ef- 
fective date of this section may re- 
quest FDA to evaluate these studies to 
determine whether (1) the studies now 
fulfill the requirements under this 
proposed section or (2) the studies are 
adequate and conclusive to assure the 
bioequivalence of the drug product in 
light of current scientific knowledge 
and methodology. Each request is re- 
quired to contain the new drug appli- 
cation number, the established (gener- 
ic) name of the drug product, the 
dosage form and strength of the drug 
product, and the date(s) of submission 
of the pertinent study information 
contained in the new drug application. 
* To obtain data necessary to corre- 
late in vivo data with in vitro data, the 
Director proposes that the same lot/ 
batch of the test product and one of 
the three lots/batches of the refer- 
ence material that were used in the in 
vitro tests also be used in the in vivo 
test, unless a manufacturer has con- 
ducted in vivo tests in humans to dem- 
onstrate bioavailability /bioequivalence 
before the effective date of the pro- 
posed section below. 

General guidelines for conducting in 
vivo testing are set forth in § 320.25 (21 
CFR 320.25). Specific guidlines for in 
vivo testing and for in vitro dissolution 
testing of procainamide hydrochloride 
oral drug products are on file in the 
office of the Hearing Clerk (HFA-305), 
Food and Drug Administration, Room 
4-65, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, Md. 
20857, and are available on request. 
The reference material to be used in 
the in vivo and in vitro tests is speci- 
fied in the “Guide for In Vivo Bioavai- 
lability Studies for Procainamide.” 

The Director proposes that the re- 
sults of the required in vitro dissolu- 
tion test be submitted to FDA on or 
before 60 days after the effective date 
of the final regulation and that the re- 
sults of the required in vivo test be 
submitted to FDA on or before 180 
days after the effective date of the 
final regulation. The proposed effec- 
tive date of the final regulation is 30 
days after its date of publication in 
the FEpERAL ReEcIsTeR. The Director 
believes this will be sufficient time for 
a manufacturer to conduct the re- 
quired tests, evaluate the data, pre- 
pare the necessary reports, and submit 
them to FDA. The Director advises, 
however, that in meeting an in vivo 
bioavailability requirement for some 
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procainamide hydrochloride oral drug 
products the agency may require a 
manufacturer to conduct a pilot study 
before beginning the tests. The Direc- 
tor may grant an additional extension 
up to 180 days upon request from the 
manufacturer to allow sufficient time 
to conduct the pilot study and submit 
the data to FDA. In addition, FDA en- 
courages the submission of protocols 
for conducting in vivo bioavailability 
studies. If a manufacturer submits a 
protocol for evaluation by FDA, the 

Director will grant an extension of 
time necessary for the initial review of 
the protocol. y 

{| The Director advises that a drug 
product subject to this proposal is re- 
garded as a new drug as defined in sec- 
tion 201(p) of the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 321(p)), 
requiring either an approved full or 
abbreviated new drug application as a 
condition to lawfully market the prod- 
uct. Such a drug product is to be mar- 
keted in accordance with the require- 
ments of § 320.58 (21 CFR 320.58). 
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The Director has determined that 
this document does not contain an 
agency action covered by § 25.1(b) (21 
CFR 25.1(b)) and, therefore, consider- 
ation by the agency of the need for 
preparing an environmental impact 
statement is not required. 

A proposal to amend part 320 by 
adding Subpart D—Bioequivalence Re- 
quirements for Specific Drug Prod- 
ucts—was proposed in the FEDERAL 
ReEGIsTeR of August 5, 1977 (42 FR 
39675). The section proposed below 
would be added to subpart D. 

Therefore, under the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 201(p), 
502, 505, 701(a), 52 Stat. 1041-1042, 
1050-1053 as amended, 1055 (21 U.S.C. 
321(p), 352, 355, 371(a))) and under au- 
thority redelegated to the Director of 
the Bureau of Drugs (21 CFR 5.79), it 
is proposed that part 320 be amended 
by adding § 320.108, to read as follows: 


§ 320.108 Procainamide hydrochloride. 


(a) Applicability. The requirements 
of this section apply to all single active 
ingredient oral dosage form drug prod- 
ucts containing procainamide hydro- 
chloride. 

(b) Bioequivalence requirement for 
in vitro testing. (1) Each manufactur- 
er of a drug product subject to this 
section, except as provided in para- 
graph (b)(3) of this section, shall con- 
duct an in vitro dissolution test com- 
paring its drug product with the refer- 
ence material. 

(2) The test drug product is consid- 
ered to meet the bioequivalence re- 
quirement for in vitro testing if it dis- 
solves not less than 50 percent in 30 
minutes and not less than 80 percent 
in 60 minutes. 

(3) Each manufacturer of a drug 
product subject to this section selected 
by the Food and Drug Administration 
as the reference material and each 
manufacturer of a drug product sub- 
ject to this section who has already 
conducted in vivo tests in humans to 
demonstrate bioavailability /bioequiva- 
lence of its drug product in accordance 
with the provisions of this section 
shall conduct an in vitro dissolution 
test on three consecutive lots/batches 
of its drug product to demonstrate 
consistent dissolution performance. 

(4) Each manufacturer of a drug 
product subject to this section shall 
submit the results of the required in 
vitro dissolution test to the Food and 
Drug Administration on or before (60 
days after the effective date of this 
section). 

(c) Bioequivalence requirement for 
in vivo testing in humans. (1) Each 
manufacturer of a drug product sub- 
ject to this section, other than a man- 


ufacturer of the reference material, 
who has not conducted in vivo bioavai- 
lability/bioequivalence studies fulfil- 
ing the requirements of this section 
before the effective date of this sec- 
tion shall conduct an in vivo bioavaila- 
bility study in humans comparing its 
drug product with the reference mate- 
rial 


(2) The test drug product is consid- 
ered to meet the bioeqivalence require- 
ment for in vivo testing in humans if 
the following conditions are met: 

(i) The test drug product and the 
reference material do not differ by 
more than 20 percent as determined 
by comparing parameters, e.g., concen- 
tration of the active drug ingredient in 
the plasma, peak plasma levels 
(Cmax), area under the plasma con- 
centration-time curves (AUC), and 
time to obtain peak plasma levels; and 

dii) The test product should be at 
least 75 percent as bioavailable as the 
administered reference material utiliz- 
ing subjects as their own controls, that 
is, administering both the reference 
material and the test drug material to 
the same subject. 

(iii) Analytical and statistical tech- 
niques used are of sufficient sensitiv- 
ity to detect those differences in rate 
and extent of absorption that are not 
attributable to subject variability. 

(3) Each manufacturer of a drug 
product subject to this section that is 
selected by the Food and Drug Admin- 
istration as the reference material, 
who has not conducted in vivo bioavai- 
lability/bioequivalence studies fulfill- 
ing the requirements of this section 
before the effective date of this sec- 
tion, shall conduct an in vivo bioavai- 
lability study in humans comparing its 
product (i.e., the reference material) 
with a solution of an equivalent 
amount of the procainamide hydro- 
chloride contained in the reference 
material. 

(4) Each manufacturer of a drug 
product subject to this section shall 
submit the results of the required in 
vivo testing to the Food and Drug Ad- 
ministration on or before (180 days 
after the effective date of this sec- 
tion). The Food and Drug Administra- 
tion may grant an extension of time 
up to 180 days upon request for the 
submission of the results of the re- 
quired in vivo tests when pilot studies 
are required before starting such test. 
If a manufacturer submits a protocol 
for evaluation, the Food and Drug Ad- 
ministration shall grant an extension 
of time necessary for the initial review 
of the protocol. 

(5) Any manufacturer of a drug 
product subject to this section who 
has conducted one or more in vivo 
bioavailabilty/bioequivalence studies 
before the effective date of this sec- 
tion may request an evaluation of 
these studies to determine whether (i) 
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the studies now fulfill the require- 
ments under this section or (ii) the 
studies are adequate and conclusive to 
ensure the bioequivalence of the drug 
product in light of current scientific 
knowledge and methodology. Each re- 
quest is required to contain the new 
drug: application number, the estab- 
lished (generic) name of the drug 
product, the dasage form and strength 
of the drug product, and the date(s) of 
submission of the pertinent study in- 
formation contained in the new drug 
application. : 

(6) Each manufacturer holding an 
approved or pending full new drug ap- 
plication for the drug produc: shall 
submit a request for an evaluation to 
the Division of Cardio-Renal Drug 
Products (HFD-110), Bureau of Drugs, 
Food and Drug Administration, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, Md. 20857. 
Each manufacturer holding an ap- 
proved or pending abbreviated new 
drug application for the drug product 
shall submit a request for an evalua- 
tion to the Division of Generic Drug 
Monographs (HFD-530), Bureau of 
Drugs, Food and Drug Administration, 
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, Md. 
20857. 

(d) Reference material and guide- 
lines for testing. (1) The reference ma- 
terial to be used in the in vivo and in 
vitro tests is specified in the ‘‘Guide- 
lines for In Vivo Bioavailabiltiy Stud- 
ies for Procainamide.” For the in vivo 
test, the manufacturer shall use the 
same lot/batch of the test drug prod- 
uct and one of the three lots/batches 
of the reference material that were 
used in the in vitro test, unless the 
manufacturer has conducted in vivo 
tests in humans to demonstrate bioa- 
vailability/bioequvalence before the 
effective date of this section. 

(2) Guidelines for the conduct of in 
vivo and in vitro tests of procainamide 
are on file in the office of the Hearing 
Clerk (HFC-20), Food and Drug Ad- 
ministration, Room 4-65, 5600 Fishers 
Lane, Rockville, Md. 20857, and are 
available on request to that office. 

Interested persons may, on or before 
October 10, 1978, submit written com- 
ments regarding this proposal to the 
Hearing Clerk, Food and Drug Admin- 
istration. Four copies of all comments 
should be submitted, except that indi- 
viduals may submit single copies of 
comments, and should be identified 
with the Hearing Clerk docket number 
found in brackets in the heading of 
this document. Comments may be seen 
in the above office between 9 a.m. and 
4 p.m., Monday through Friday. 


Note.—The Food and Drug Administra- 
tion has determined that this proposal will 
not have a major economic impact as de- 
fined by Executive Order 11821 (amended 
by Executive Order 11949) and OMB Circu- 
lar A-107. A copy of the economic impact as- 
sessment is on file with the Hearing Clerk. 
Food and Drug Administration. 


PROPOSED RULES 
Dated: July 31, 1978. 
JEROME A. HALPERIN, 


Acting Director, 
Bureau of Drugs. 


{FR Doc, 78-21943 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4110-03] 


[21 CFR Part 558] 


{Docket No. 77N-0318] 


NEW ANIMAL DRUGS FOR USE IN ANIMAL 
FEEDS ~ 


Animal Feeds Containing Penicillin and 
Tetracycline; Postponement of Final Action 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administra- 
tion 


ACTION: Postponement of 
action on a proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug Ad- 
ministration announces postponement 
of final action on its proposal to limit 
the distribution of animal feed pre- 
mixes and medicated feeds containing 
penicillin and tetracycline (chlortetra- 
cycline and oxytetracycline) because 
issues raised at public hearings on the 
proposal and comments submitted to 
the agency warrant resolution of cer- 
tain related issues first. Final action 
on the proposal will be postponed 
until resolution of previously pub- 
lished administrative proceedings 
which propose to amend the regula- 
tions by deleting the provisions of use 
for pencillin in animal feeds and by re- 
vising the provisions for the subthera- 
peutic use of the tetracyclines in 
animal feeds which have not been 
shown to be safe. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Gerald B. Guest, Bureau of Veteri- 
nary Medicine (HFV-101), Food and 
Drug Administration, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, 
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, Md. 
20587, 301-443-4313. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
In the FEDERAL REGISTER of August 30, 
1977 (42 FR 43772), the Director of 
the Bureau of Veterinary Medicine 
issued a notice of opportunity for 
hearing proposing to withdraw ap- 
proval of all new animal drug applica- 
tions for penicillin-containing new 
animal drugs intended for use in 
animal feed principally because the 
evidence surrounding this use demon- 
strates that they have not been shown 
to be safe. The Director issued a simi- 
lar notice of opportunity for hearing 
concerning certain subtherapeutic 
uses of tetracycline in animal feed in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER of October 21, 
1977 (42 FR 56264). 


final 
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In the FEDERAL REGISTER of January 
20, 1978 (43 FR 3032), the Commis- 
sioner of Food and Drugs proposed to 
limit the distribution of animal feed 
premixes containing penicillin and te- 
tracyclines (chlortetracycline and oxy- 
tetracycline) to feed mills holding ap- 
proved medicated feed applications for 
manufacturing those medicated feeds. 
The proposal was based on the recom- 
mendations of the National Advisory 
Food and Drug Committee concerning 
evidence of the development and 
transfer of antibiotic resistance. The 
Commissioner also proposed to restrict 
further the distribution of those feeds 
to the order of a licensed veterinarian 
as part of the record maintenance re- 
quirements of the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act. Interested persons 
were given until April 20, 1978 to file 
written comments on the proposal. 
The comment period was extended to 
June 19, 1978 in the FepERAL REGISTER 
of April 21, 1978 (43 FR 16997). 

In the FEDERAL REGISTER of Febru- 
ary 7, 1978 (43 FR 5010), the Commis- 
sioner announced that public hearings 
would be held on March 23, 1978 in 
Ames, Iowa, on March 30, 1978 in Ra- 
leigh, N.C., and on April 6, 1978 in 
Dallas, Tex., to receive information 
and views from interested persons on 
the January 20, 1978 proposal. 

Many concerns regarding the pro- 
posal were expressed at the public 
hearings and in submissions to the 
hearing clerk. One of the concerns was 
that implementing the proposal before 
the conclusion of notices offering op- 
portunity for formal evidentiary hear- 
ings would constitute prejudgment of 
those administrative procedures. The 
Commissioner agrees that it is inap- 
propriate to issue a final order imple- 
menting the proposal before the con- 
clusion of these notices because all the 
proceedings rely on the same scientific 
basis. Among other concerns expressed 
by the public which the Commissioner 
will need to evaluate further are: 

1. Contention that the number, dis- 
tribution, and kinds of veterinarians 
available are not adequate to diagnose 
and write prescriptions under the pro- 
posed requirements. 

a. Many producers testified that vet- 
erinarians treating livestock are not 
available within their farming territor- 
ies. Some small producers stated that 
they would be at a severe economic 
disadvantage if they had to compete 
with the large farms and feedlot units 
to employ or retain veterinary services 
to meet the proposed requirements. 

b. Producers stated that the propos- 
al would be particularly disruptive to 
the poultry industry because there are 
few veterinarians trained or experi- 
enced in poultry diseases and manage- 
ment practices; and, often, veterinar- 
ians are asscciated with a university or 
the. State and may not be licensed to 
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practice. Some poultry producers 
stated that they are monitored by 
service representatives who are not 
veterinarians but who are trained and 
experienced individuals, experts at di- 
agnosing poultry health problems. 
Some large, integrated poultry produc- 
ers with farms in many States stated 
that even if they employ a licensed 
veterinarian, the veterinarian’s license 
to practice would not extend to all the 
firm’s operations. 

2. Testimony that the 2 grams per 
pound product intended for emergen- 
cy use without the need for form FD- 
1800 approval is not a practical drug 
level. 

3. Statements that State pharmacy 
laws will impact on the proposed vet- 
erinarian’s procedure. 

4. Allegations that the proposed re- 
strictions will be circumvented by 
using pencillin and the tetracyclines in 
soluble powder dosage forms which 
are not subject to the proposal. 

5. Assertions that the proposal will 
unnecessarily restrict the practice of 
veterinary medicine because it will 
eliminate flexibility in the dosage 
levels available to be prescribed. Addi- 
tionally, veterinarians have not previ- 
ously been required to indicate on 
their written orders the disease eondi- 
tion being treated. Some veterinarians 
have contended that this requirement 
would increase their liability. 

6. Statements that the proposal may 
disrupt or interfere with the States’ 
control over the feed industry. It was 
stated that all existing labels for feeds 
containing penicilllin or the tetracy- 
clines will have to be revised which 
will require approval and registration 
by the State. Also, under certain State 
laws, e.g., Virginia Animal Remedy 
law, prescription items are exempt 
from State feed control; therefore, 
feeds subject to that law could no 
longer be regulated under the State 
feed control laws. 

Because of these and other concerns 
submitted in response to the proposal, 
the Commissioner is _ considering 
whether the proposal should be with- 
drawn or revised to better address the 
public’s concerns. The Commissioner 
has determined, however, that the 
agency will not finalize this or a re- 
vised proposal pertaining to the re- 
striction of animal feed premixes con- 
taining penicillin or the tetracyclines 
(chlortetracycline and oxytetracy- 
cline) until substantive issues which 
may be identified pertaining to the no- 
tices offering an opportunity for 
formal evidentiary hearings on the 
subject drugs have been resolved. 


Dated: August 1, 1¢75. 
NONALD KENNEDY, 
Commissioner of Food 
anc Drugs. 
(FR Goce. 78-21788 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 
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[4210-01] 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 


Federal Insurance Administration 
[24 CFR Part 1917] 


[Docket No. FI-4344] 
NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM 


Proposed Flood Elevation Determination for 
the Township of Cedarville, Menominee 
County, Mich. 


AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis- 
tration, HUD. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
listed below for selected locations in 
the Township of Cedarville, Meno- 
minee County, Mich. These base (100- 
year) flood elevations are the basis for 
the flood plain management measures 
that the community is required to 
either adopt or show evidence of being 
already in effect in order to qualify or 
remain .qualified for participation in 
the national flood insurance program 
(NFIP). 


DATE: The period for comment will 
be ninety (90) days following the 
second publication of this proposed 
rule in a newspaper of local circulation 
in the above-named community. 


ADDRESS: Maps and other informa- 
tion showing the detailed outlines of 
the flood-prone areas and the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
are available for review at the Town- 
ship Hall, Hessel Road, Hessel, Mich. 
Send comments to: Mr. Albert Lind- 
berg, township supervisor, Township 
of Cedarville, Township Hall, Hessel, 
Mich. 49745. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad- 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur- 
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202- 
— or toll-free. line 800-424- 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determi- 
nations of. base (100-year) flood eleva- 
tions for the township of Cedarville, 
Mich., in accordance with section 110 
of the Flood Disaster Protection Act 
of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, 
which added section 1363 to the Na- 
tional Flood Insurance Act of 1968 
(Title XIII of the Housing and Urban 
Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 90- 
448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 CFR 
1917.4(a)). 


These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re- 
quired by § 1910.3 of the program reg- 
ulations, are the minimum that are re- 
quired. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change 
any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage- 
ment requirements. The community 
may at any time enact stricter require- 
ments on its own, or pursuant to poli- 
cies established by other Federal, 
State, or regional entities. These pro- 


_ posed elevations will also be used to 


calculate the appropriate flood insur- 
ance premium rates for new buildings 
and their contents and for the second 
layer of insurance on existing build- 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 





Elevation 


Source of flooding Location 





Confluence with Deer 
Cree! 


kK. 
Confluence with Olsen 


Creek. 

200 ft west from the 
junction of State 
Highway 35 and River 
Rd. 


Cedar River 
(backwater from 
Green Bay). 





(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele- 
gation of authority to Federal Insurance 
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.) 


Issued: July 19, 1978. 
GLORIA M. JIMENEZ, 
Federal Insurance Administrator. 
{FR Doc. 78-21979 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4210-01] 
[24 CFR Part 1917] 
(Docket No. FI-4345] 
NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM 


Proposed Flood Elevation Determination for 
the City of Flushing, Genesee County, Mich. 


AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis- 
tration, HUD. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
listed below for selected locations in 
the city of Flushing, Genesee County, 
Mich. These base (100-year) flood ele- 
vations are the basis for the flood 
plain management measures that the 
community is required to either adopt 
or show evidence of being already in 
effect in order to qualify or remain 
qualified for participation in the na- 
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tional flood 


(NFIP). 


DATE: The period for comment will 
be ninety (90) days following the 
second publication of this proposed 
rule in a newspaper of local circulation 
in the above-named community. 


ADDRESS: Maps and other informa- 
tion showing the detailed outlines of 
the flood-prone areas and the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
are available for review at the City 
Hall, Flushing, Mich. Send comments 
to: The Honorable Russell M. Phillips, 
Mayor, City of Flushing, City Halli, 
309 East Main Street, Flushing, Mich. 
48433. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad- 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur- 
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202- 
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424- 
8872. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determi- 
nations of base (100-year) flood eleva- 
tions for the city of Flushing, in ac- 
cordance with section 110 of the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. 
L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added 
section 1363 to the National Flood In- 
surance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 
4001-4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a)). 
These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re- 
quired by § 1910.3 of the program reg- 
ulations, are the minimum that are re- 
quired. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change 
any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage- 
ment requirements. The community 
may at any time enact stricter require- 
ments on its own, or pursuant to poli- 
cies established by other Federal, 
State, or regional entities. These pro- 
posed elevations will also be used to 
calculate the appropriate flood insur- 
ance premium rates for new buildings 
and their contents and for the second 
layer of insurance on existing build- 
ings and their contents. - 
’ The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


insurance program 


INFORMATION 





Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 


Source of flooding Location 





Northeast corporate 667 
lim: 


it. 
2,700 ft downstream of 669 
main St. 


At Main Stb........cccrececeseeess 674 


2,650 ft upstream of 677 
Main St. 


PROPOSED RULES 





Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 


Source of flooding 





7,600 ft upstream of 680 
Main St. 

5,300 ft downstream of 
east corporate limit. 

At east corporate limit ... 

20 ft downstream of 
Grand Trunk Western 


Cole Creek 


RR. 

80 ft upstream of 
Seymour Rd. 

360 ft upstream of 
Seymour Rd. 

1,430 ft upstream of 
Seymour Rd. 

1,630 ft upstream of 
Seymour Rd. 

120 ft downstream of 
Pierson Rd. 

50 ft upstream of 
Pierson Rd. 

540 ft upstream of 
Pierson Rd. 

730 ft upstream of 
Pierson Rd. 

200 ft downstream of 694 
Grand Trunk Western 
RR. 


50 ft downstream of 696 
Seymour Rd. 

50 ft upstream of 698 
Seymour Rd. 

550 ft upstream of 699 
Seymour Rd. 

At southwest corporate 702 
limit. 

Mud Creek ............- At corporate limit 688 

downstream of 
Morrish Rd. 

50 ft downstream of 691 
Morrish Rd. 

50 ft upstream of 695 
Morrish Rd. 

450 ft upstream of 695 
Morrish Rd. 





(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 38, 1968), as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele- 
gation of authority to eral Insurance 
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.) 
Issued: July 14, 1978. 
GLorIA M. JIMENEZ, 
Federal Insurance Administrator. 


{FR Doc. 78-21980 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4210-01] 
[24 CFR Part 1917] 


[Docket No. FI-4346] 
NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM 
Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations for 
the City of Gibraltar, Wayne County, Mich. 
AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis- 
tration, HUD. 
ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
listed below for selected locations in 
the city of Gibraltar, Wayne County, 
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Mich. These base (100-year) flood ele- 
vations are the basis for the flood 
plain management measures that the 
community is required to either adopt 
or show evidence of being already in 
effect in order to qualify or remain 
qualified for participation in the na- 
tional flood insurance program 
(NFIP). 


DATE: The period for comment will 
be ninety (90) days following the 
second publication of this proposed 
rule in a newspaper of local circulation 
in the above-named community. 


ADDRESS: Maps and other informa- 
tion showing the detailed outlines of 
the flood-prone areas and the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
are available for review at the City 
Hall, Gibraltar, Mich. Send comments 
to: The Honorable James Taylor, 
Mayor, City of Gibraltar, 29450 Munro 
Avenue, Gibraltar, Mich. 48173. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad- 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur- 
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202- 
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424- 
8872. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determi- 
nations of base (100-year) flood eleva- 
tions for the city of Gribraltar, in ac- 
cordance with section 110 of the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. 
L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added 
section 1363 to the National Flood In- 
surance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 
4001-4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re- 
quired by § 1910.3 of the program reg- 
ulations, are the minimum that are re- 
quired. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change 
any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage- 
ment requirements. The community 
may at any time enact stricter require- 
ments on its own, or pursuant to poli- 
cies established by other Federal, 
State, or regional entities. These pro- 
posed elevations will also be used to 
calculate the appropriate flood insur- 
ance premium rates for new buildings 
and their contents and for the second 
layer of insurance on existing build- 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 
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Elevation 
in feet, 
International 
Great Lakes 
datum 


Source of flooding Location 





Detroit River North corporate limit 

South corporate limit 

South Gibraltar Rd 

Just downstream of 
McLouth Steel RR 
entry. 

Just upstream of 
McLouth Steel RR 
entry. 

Just downstream of 
Detroit & Toledo 
Shoreline RR. 

Just upstream of 
Detroit & ‘Toledo 
Shoreline RR. ._ 

Just upstream of 
ConRail. 

Just upstream of 
Vreeland Rd. 

South Gibraltar Rd 

Just downstream of 
Middle Gibraltar Rd. 

700 ft upstream of 
Middle Gibraltar Rd. 

Just upstream of 
ConRail at Quarry 
Lake. 

Confluence with Marsh 
Creek. 


Frank and Poet 
drain. 


2,000 ft downstream of 
Fort St. 

Just downstream of Fort 
St. 

Just downstream of 


Just downstream of Fort 
St. 


Division A Confluence with 
Brownstown Creek. 
Confluence with Frank 

and Poet drain. 
Confluence with 
Brownstown Creek. 
350 ft upstream of from 
Brownstown Creek. 
Confluence with Frank 
and Poet drain. 


Division B 
581 
581 





(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele- 
gation of authority to Federal Insurance 
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.) 


Issued: July 26, 1978. 


GLorIA M. JIMENEZ, 
Federal Insurance Administrator. 


(FR Doc. 78-21981 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4210-01] 
[24 CFR Part 1917] 
[Docket No. FI-4347] 
NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM 


Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations for 
the City of Lapeer, Lapeer County, Mich. 


AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis- 
tration, HUD. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the pro- 


posed base (100-year) flood elevations 


PROPOSED RULES 


listed below for selected locations in 
the city of Lapeer, Lapeer County, 
Mich. These base (100-year) flood ele- 
vations are the basis for the flood 
plain management measures that the 
community is required to either adopt 
or show evidence of being already in 
effect in order to qualify or remain 
qualified for participation in the na- 
tional flood insurance program 
(NFIP). 


DATE: The period for comment will 
be ninety (90) days following the 
second publication of this proposed 
rule in a newspaper of local circulation 
in the above-named community. 


ADDRESS: Maps and other informa- 
tion showing the detailed outlines of 
the flood-prone areas and the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
are available for review at the City 
Hall, Lapeer, Mich. Send comments to: 
The Honorable Orin -E. Connor, 
Mayor, City of Lapeer, City Hall, 576 
Liberty Street, Lapeer, Mich. 48446. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad- 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur- 
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202- 
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424- 
8872. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determi- 
nations of base (100-year) flood eleva- 
tions for the city of Lapeer in accord- 
ance with section 110 of the Flood Dis- 
aster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 
93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added sec- 
tion 1363 to the National Flood Insur- 
ance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448)), 42 U.S.C. 
4001-4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a). 


These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re- 
quired by § 1910.3 of the program reg- 
ulations, are the minimum that are re- 
quired. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change 
any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage- 
ment requirements. The community 
may at any time enact stricter require- 
ments on its own, or pursuant to poli- 
cies established by other Federal, 
State, or regional entities. These pro- 
posed elevations will alsc be used to 
calculate the appropriate flood insur- 
ance premium rates for new buildings 
and their contents and for the second 
layer of insurance on existing build- 
ings and their contents. 


The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 





Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 


Source of flooding Location 





South branch 
Flint River. 


812 
813 


At northern corporate 
limit. 


2,100 ft upstream of the 
corporate limits. 

Just downstream of 
Oregon St. 

Just downstream of 
ConRail, near Oregon 
St. 

Just upstream of 
ConRail, near Oregon 
St. 


816 
817 


At confluence of 
Farmers Creek. 

Just downstream of 
Grand Trunk Western 
RR. 


Just upstream of Grand 
Trunk Western RR. 

At eastern corporate 
limit. 

At confluence with 
South Branch Flint 
River. 

Just downstream of 
ConRail. 

Just upstream of 
ConRail. 

Downstream of DeMille 826 
St. 

Just upstream of 
DeMille St. 

At southern corporate 
limit. 

100 ft downstream of 
Main St. 


830 
831 
822 


Just upstream of Main 826 
St. 

50 ft downstream of 
Grand Trunk Western 
RR. 

Just upstream of Grand 
Trunk Western RR. 

At Millville Rd 


830 
831 





(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele- 
gation of authority to Federal Insurance 
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.) 


Issued: July 14, 1978. 


GLORIA M. JIMENEZ, 
Federal Insurance Administrator. 


{FR Doc. 78-21982 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4210-01] 
[24 CFR Part 1917] 


{Docket No. FI-4348] 
NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM 


Proposed Flood Elevation Determination for 
the City of Rockwood, Wayne County, Mich. 


AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis- 
tration, HUD. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
listed below for selected locations in 
the city of Rockwood, Wayne County, 
Mich. These base (100-year) flood ele- 
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vations are the basis for the flood 
plain management measures that the 
community is required to either adopt 
or show evidence of being already in 
effect in order to qualify or remain 
qualified for participation in the na- 
tional flood insurance program 
(NFIP). 


DATE: The period for comment will 
be ninety (90) days following the 
second publication of this proposed 
rule in a newspaper of local circulation 
in the above-named community. 


ADDRESS: Maps and other informa- 
tion showing the detailed outlines of 
the flood-prone areas and the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
are available for review at the City 
Hall, Rockwood, Mich. Send comments 
to: The Honorable Walter Stiles, 
Mayor, City of Rockwood, 32409 
Fourth Street, Rockwood, Mich. 
48173. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad- 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur- 
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202- 
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424- 
8872. : 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determi- 
nations of base (100-year) flood eleva- 
tions for the city of Rockwood, in ac- 
cordance with section 110 of the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. 
L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added 
section 1363 to the National Flood In- 
surance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 
4001-4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a)). 


These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re- 
quired by § 1910.3 of the program reg- 
ulations, are the minimum that are re- 
quired. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change 
any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage- 
ment requirements. The community 
may at any time enact stricter require- 
ments on its own, or pursuant to poli- 
cies established by other Federal, 
State, or regional entities. These pro- 
posed elevations will also be used to 
calculate the appropriate flood insur- 
ance premium rates for new buildings 
and their contents and for the second 
layer of insurance on existing build- 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


PROPOSED RULES 





Source of flooding Location 





Huron River 


Detroit & Toledo 

Shoreline RR. 
Just upstream of 

ConRail. 


* Just downstream of Fort. 
St.. 


Smith Creek 
Silver Creek 
At Huron River Dr.......... 
Just upstream of 
railroad spur to Silica 
Mine. 
Just downstream of 
Detroit & Toledo 
Shoreline RR. 
Just downstream of Fort 


St. 
100 ft downstream of 


Interstate 75. 
West corporate limit 





(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele- 
gation of authority to Federal Insurance 
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.) 


Issued: July 26, 1978. 


GLORIA M. JIMENEZ, 
Federal Insurance Administrator. 


(FR Doc. 78-21983 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4210-01] 
[24 CFR Part 1917] 
(Docket No. FI-4349] 


NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM 


Proposed Flood Elevation Determination for 
The City of Dearborn, Platte County, Mo. 


AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis- 
tration, HUD. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
listed below for selected locations in 
the city of Dearborn, Platte County, 
Mo: These base (100-year) flood eleva- 
tions are the basis for the flood plain 
management measures that the com- 
munity is required to either adopt or 
show evidence of being already in 
effect in order to qualify or remain 
qualified for participation in the na- 
tional flood imsurance program 
(NFIP). 


DATE: The period for comment will 
be ninety (90) days following the 
second publication of this proposed 
rule in a newspaper of local circulation 
in the above-named community. 
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ADDRESS: Maps and other informa- 
tion showing the detailed outlines of 
the flood-prone areas and the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
are available for review at the City 
Hall, Dearborn, Mo. Send comments 
to: The Honorable Fred Gardner, 
Mayor, City of Dearborn, Dearborn 
Mo. 54439. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad- 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur- 
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202- 
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424- 
8872. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determi- 
nations of base (100-year) flood eleva- 
tions for the City of Dearborn, Platte 
County, Mo. in accordance with sec- 
tion 110 of the Flood Disaster Protec- 
tion Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 87 
Stat. 980, which added section 1363 to 
the National Flood Insurance Act. of 
1968 (Title XIII of the Housing and 
Urban Development Act of 1968 (Pub. 
L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 
CFR 1917.4(a)). 

These elevations, together with ‘the 
flood plain management measures re- 
@Guired by §$ 1910.3 of the program reg- 
ulations, are the minimum that are re- 
quired. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change 
any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage- 
ment requirements. The community 
may at any time enact stricter require- 
ments on its own, or pursuant to poli- 
cies established by other Federal, 
State, or regional entities. These pro- 
posed elevations will also be used to 
calculate the appropriate flood insur- 
ance premium rates for new. buildings 
and their contents and for the second 
layer of insurance on existing build- 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 





Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 


Source of flooding Location 





Southwest corporate 877 
limit. 

200 ft upstream from 878 
Highway 371. 

Northern corporate 878 
limit. 

At confluence with Bee 877 
Creek. 

70 ft upstream of Great 878 
Western RR. 

At southern corporate 879 
limit 100 ft upstream 
from Main St. 





(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development 
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Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele- 
gation of authority to Federal Insurance 
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.) 


Issued: July 20, 1978. 


GLORIA M. JIMENEZ, 
Federal Insurance Administrator. 


{FR Doc. 78-21984 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4210-01] 
[24 CFR Part 1917] 
{Docket No. FI-4350] 
NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM 


Proposed Flood Elevation Determination for 
the City of Portageville, New Madrid 
County, Mo. 


AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis- 
tration, HUD. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
listed below for selected locations in 
the city of Portageville, New Madrid 
County, Mo. These base (100-year) 
flood elevations are the basis for the 
flood plain management measures 
that the community is required to 
either adopt or show evidence of being 
already in effect in order to qualify or 
remain qualified for participation in 
the national] flood insurance program 
(NFIP). 


DATE: The period for comment will 
be ninety (90) days following the 
second publication of this proposed 
rule in a newspaper of local circulation 
in the above-named community. 


ADDRESS: Maps and other informa- 
tion showing the detailed outlines of 
the flood-prone areas and the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
are available for review at the City 
Hall, Portageville, Mo. Send comments 
to: Mr. George Vogel, City of Portage- 
oo City Hall, Portageville, Mo. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad- 

ministrator, Office of Flood Insur- 

ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 

SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202- 

ages or toll-free line 800-424- 
2. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determi- 
nations of base (100-year) flood eleva- 
tions for the city of Portageville, in ac- 
cordance with section 110 of. the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. 
L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added 
section 1363 to the National Flood In- 
surance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the 


PROPOSED RULES 


Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 
4001-4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a)). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re- 
quired by § 1910.3 of the program reg- 
ulations, are the minimum that are re- 
quired. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must. change 
any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage- 
ment requirements. The community 
may at any time enact stricter require- 
ments on its own, or pursuant to poli- 
cies established by other Federal, 
State, or regional entities. These pro- 
posed elevations will also be used to 
calculate the appropriate flood insur- 
ance premium rates for new buildings 
and their contents and for the second 
layer of insurance on existing build- 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 





Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 


Source of flooding Location 





Main Ditch............. Northeast corporate 281 
limit. 


Portageville Open West corporate limit....... 279 
Bay. 
At St. Louis & San 281 
Prancisco RR. 





(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele- 
gation of authority to Federal Insurance 
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.) 


Issued: July 28, 1978. 
GtoriA M. JIMENEZ, 
Federal Insurance Administrator. 
{FR Doc. 78-21985 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4210-01] 
[24 CFR Part 1917] 


(Docket No. FI-4351] 
NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM 


Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations for 
the City of Weston, Platte County, Mo. 


AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis- 
tration, HUD. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
listed below for selected locations in 
the city of Weston, Platte County, Mo. 
These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain man- 
agement measures that the communi- 
ty is required to either adopt or show 
evidence of being already in effect in 


order to qualify or remain qualified 
for participation in the national flood 
insurance program (NFIP). 


DATE: The period for comment will 
be ninety (90) days following the 
second publication of this proposed 
rule in a newspaper of local circulation 
in the above-named community. 


ADDRESS: Maps and other informa- 
tion showing the detailed outlines of 
the flood-prone areas and the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
are available for review at the City 
Hall, 526 Main, Weston, Mo. Send 
comments to: Mr. Larry Clemens, City 
Engineer, City of Weston, 1005 Ne- 
braska, Weston, Mo. 64098. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad- 

ministrator, Office of Flood Insur- 

ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 

SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202- 

eg or toll-free line 800-424- 
2. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determi- 
nations of base (100-year) flood eleva- 
tions for the city of Weston, in accord- 
ance with section 110 of the Flood Dis- 
aster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 
93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added sec- 
tion 1363 to the National Flood Insur- 
ance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 
4001-4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a)). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re- 
quired by § 1910.3 of the program reg- 
ulations, are the minimum that are re- 
quired. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change 
any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage- 
ment requirements. The community 
may at any time enact stricter require- 
ments on its own, or pursuant to poli- 
cies established by other Federal, 
State, or regional entities. These pro- 
posed elevations will also be used to 
calculate the appropriate flood insur- 
ance premium rates for new buildings 
and their contents and for the second 
layer of insurance on existing build- 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 





Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 


Source of flooding Location 





Brills Creek............ 50 ft upstream of 784 
Washington St. 


803 
Benner Branch...... At Burlington Northern 780 
RR. 
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Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 


Source of flooding Location 





782 


Just upstream of Spring 
St. 


Upstream corporate 
limit. 

At Burlington Northern 
RR 


795 


Wells Branch 780 

At private road 
approximately 1,300 ft 
downstream of west 
corporate limit. 

Eastern corporate limit.. 


805 


815 





(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele- 
gation of authority to Federal Insurance 
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.) 


Issued: July 28, 1978. 


Gtoria M. JIMENEZ, 
Federal Insurance Administrator. 


{FR Doc. 78-21986 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4210-01] 
[24 CFR Part 1917] 
(Docket No. FI-4352] 


NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM 


Proposed Flood Elevation Determination for 
the City of Tracy, Platte County, Mo. 


AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis- 
tration, HUD. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
listed below for selected locations in 
the city of Tracy, Platte County, Mo. 
These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain man- 
agement measures that the communi- 
ty is required to either adopt or show 
evidence of being already in effect in 
order to qualify or remain qualified 
for participation in the national flood 
insurance program (NFIP). 


DATE: The period for comment will 
be ninety (90) days following the 
second publication of this proposed 
rule in a newspaper of local circulation 
in the above-named community. 


ADDRESS: Maps and other informa- 
tion showing the detailed outlines of 
the flood-prone areas and the pro- 
posed base (100-year).flood elevations 
are available for review at the home of 
Mayor Hartland, Andy Street, Tracy, 
Mo. Send comments to: The Honor- 
able Ernest W. Hartland, Mayor, City 
of Tracy, Andy Street, Tracy, Mo. 
64091. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad- 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur- 


INFORMATION 


PROPOSED RULES 


ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202- 
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424- 
8872. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determi- 
nations of base (100-year) flood eleva- 
tions for the city of Tracy, Platte 
‘County, Mo., in accordance with sec- 
tion 110 of the Flood Disaster Protec- 
tion Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 87 
Stat. 980, which added section 1363 to 
the National Flood Insurance Act of 
1968 (Title XIII of the Housing and 
Urban Development Act of 1968 (Pub. 
L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 
CFR 1917.4(a)). 


These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re- 
quired by § 1910.3 of the program reg- 
ulations, are the minimum that are re- 
quired. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change 
any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage- 
ment requirements. The community 
may at any time enact stricter require- 
ments on its own, or pursuant to poli- 
cies established by other Federal, 
State, or regional entities. These pro- 
posed elevations will also be used to 
calculate the appropriate flood insur- 
ance premium rates for new buildings 
and their contents and for the second 
layer of insurance on existing build- 
ings and their contents. 


" The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 





Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 


Source of flooding Location 





Platte River 500 ft downstream from 
Missouri Highway 92. 

Upstream side of 
Missouri Highway 92. 

Corporate limit 2,640 ft 
above Missouri 
Highway 92. 

Andy St. (extended) 


780 
785 
786 





(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele- 
gation of authority to Federal Insurance 
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.) 


Issued: July 26, 1978. 


GLorIA M. JIMENEZ, 
Federal Insurance Administrator. 


(FR Doc. 78-21987 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4210-01] 


[24 CFR Part 1917] 


(Docket No. FI-4353] 
NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM 


Proposed Flood Elevation Determination for 
the City of Miles City, Custer County, Mont. 


AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis- 
tration, HUD. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
listed below for selected locations in 
the city of Miles City, Custer County, 
Mont. These base (100-year) flood ele- 
vations are the basis for the flood 
plain management measures that the 
community is required to either adopt 
or show evidence of being already in 
effect in order to qualify or remain 
qualified for participation in the na- 
tional flood insurance program 
(NFIP). 


DATE: The period for comment will 
be ninety (90) days following the 
second publication of this proposed 
rule in a newspaper of local circulation 
in the above-named community. 


ADDRESS: Maps and other informa- 
tion showing the detailed outlines of 
the flood-prone areas and the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
are available for review at the City 
Hall, 2d and Custer, Miles City, Mont. 
Send comments to: The Honorable B. 
Dean Holmes, Mayor, City of Miles 
City, City Hall, drawer 910, Miles City, 
Mont. 59301. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad- 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur- 
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202- 
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424- 
8872. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determi- 
nations of base (100-year) flood eleva- 
tions for the city of Miles City, Mont., 
in accordance with section 110 of the 
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which 
added section 1363 to the National 
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of the Housing and Urban Devel- 
opment Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 
42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 CFR 
1917.4(a)). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re- 
quired by § 1910.3 of the program reg- 
ulations, are the minimum that are re- 
quired: They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change 
any existing ordinances that are more 


INFORMATION 


° 
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stringent in their flood plain manage- 
ment requirements. The community 
may at any time enact stricter require- 
ments on its own, or pursuant to poli- 
cies established by other Federal, 
State, or regional entities. These pro- 
posed elevations will also be used to 
calculate the appropriate flood insur- 
ance premium rates for new buildings 
and their contents and for the second 
layer of insurance on existing build- 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 





Elevation, 
feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 


Source of flooding Location 





Yellowstone River Intersection of Daly 
Ave. and Edgewood St. 

7th St. between Levee 
and River St.. 

State Highway 22 at 
centerline (west of 
Levee). 

Confluence with Tongue 2,359 
River. 

Chicago, Milwaukee, St. 2,359 
Paul & Pacific 
Railroad at centerline. 

Pacific Ave. 150 ft 


2,352 
2,355 
2,356 


Tongue River 


with Strevell Ave. 





Source of flooding Location 








* Shallow flooding. 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele- 
gation of authority to Federal Insurance 
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.) 


Issued: July 17, 1978. 


GLorRIA M. JIMENEZ, 
Federal Insurance Administrator. 


[FR Doc. 78-21988 Filed 8-7--78; 8:45 am] 


[4210-01] 
[24 CFR Part 1917] 


[Docket No. FI-4354] 
NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM 


Proposed Flood Elevation Determination for 
the Town of Hooksett, Merrimack County, N.H. 


AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis- 
tration, HUD. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the pro- 


PROPOSED RULES 


posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
listed below for selected locations in 
the town of Hooksett, Merrimack 
County, N.H. These base (100-year) 
flood elevations are the basis for the 
flood plain management measures 
that the community is required to 
either adopt or show evidence of being 
already in effect in order to qualify or 
remain qualified for participation in 
the national flood insurance program 
(NFIP). 


DATE: The period for comment will 
be ninety (90) days following the 
second publication of this proposed 
rule in a newspaper of local circulation 
in the above-named community. 


ADDRESS: Maps and other informa- 
tion showing the detailed outlines of 
the flood-prone areas and the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
are available for review at the Town 
Office, 16 Main Street, Hooksett, N.H. 
Send comments to: Mr. Raymond 
Langer, Chairman, Board of Select- 
men, Town Office, 16 Main Street, 
Hooksett, N.H. 03106. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad- 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur- 
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202- 
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424- 
8872. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determi- 
nations of base (100-year) flood eleva- 
tions for the town of Hooksett, in ac- 
cordance with section 110 of the Flood 
Disaster Protection Act of 1973 (Pub. 
L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which added 
section 1363 to the National Flood In- 
surance Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act 
of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448) 42 U.S.C. 
4001-4128, and 24 CFR 1917.4(a)). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re- 
quired by § 1910.3 of the program reg- 
ulations, are the minimum that are re- 
quired. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change 
any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage- 
ment requirements. The community 
may at any time enact stricter require- 
ments on its own, or pursuant to poli- 
cies established by other Federal, 
State, or regional entities. These pro- 
posed elevations will also be used to 
calculate the appropriate flood insur- 
ance premium rates for new buildings 
and their contents and for the second 
layer of insurance on existing build- 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 





Source of flooding 


Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 


Location 





Merrimack River... 


Dalton Brook 


At southern corporate 185 
limit. 

4100 ft upstream of 
confluence of Peters 
Brook. 

Just downstream of 
Main St. 

Just upstream of 
Hooksett Dam. 

At northern corporate 
limit. 


190 


191 
194 
198 


At confluence with 
Merrimack River. 
500 ft upstream of 
Boston & Maine RR. 
1,050 ft upstream of 
Boston & Maine RR. 
2,300 ft upstream of 
Boston & Maine RR. 
3,700 ft upstream of 
Boston & Maine RR. 
1,950 ft downstream of 
Benton Rd. 
300 ft downstream of 
Benton Rd. 
Just upstream of 
Benton Rd. 
Upstream end of U.S. 
Route 3 culvert. 
Downstream end of 
State Route 38 bypass. 


~ Just upstream of Route 
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28 bypass culvert. 
At confluence with 


Merrimack River. 
285 ft downstream of 
Martins Ferry Rd. 


85 ft downstream of 


850 ft downstream of 
Trailor Park Rd. 


65 ft downstream of 


State Route 28 culvert. 

At confluence with 
Merrimack River. 

Just upstream of Boston 
& Maine RR. 

260 ft upstream of 
Boston & Maine RR. 
Just upstream of Gravel 

Pit Dam. 

80 ft downstream of 
Construction Products 
Rd. 

80 ft upstream of 
Construction Products 
Rd. 

1,080 ft upstream of 
Construction Products 
Ra. 

1,815 ft upstream of 
Construction Products 
Rd 


140 ft downstream of 
Industrial Park Rd 
(southernmost 
crossing). 

Just upstream of 
Industrial Park Rd 
(southernmost 
crossing). 

Just upstream of 
Industrial Park Rd 
(northernmost 
crossing). 

60 ft downstream of U.S. 
Route 3. 








Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 


Source of flooding Location 





Just upstream of U.S. 294 
Route 3. 

Just upstream of Gravel 304 
Pit culvert C (3,350 ft 
upstream of Industrial 
Park North crossing). 





(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele- 
gation of authority to Federal Insurance 
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.) 


Issued: July 26, 1978. 


GLORIA M. JIMENEZ, 
Federal Insurance Administrator. 


{FR Doc. 78-21989 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4210-01] 
[24 CFR Part 1917] 


{Docket No. FI-4355] 
NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM 


Proposed Flood Elevation Determination for 
the Township of Delanco, Burlington County, 
N.J. 


AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis- 
tration, HUD. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
listed below for selected locations in 
the township of Delanco, Burlington 
County, N.J. These base (100-year) 
flood elevations are the basis for the 
flood plain management measures 
that the community is required to 
either adopt or show evidence of being 
already in effect in order to qualify or 
remain qualified for participation in 
the national flood insurance program 
(NFIP). ~- 


DATE: The period for comment will 
be ninety (90) days following the 
second publication of this proposed 
rule in a newspaper of local circulation 
in the above-named community. 


ADDRESS: Maps and other informa- 
tion showing the detailed outlines of 
the flood-prone areas and the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
are. available for review at the Town- 
ship Hall, Burlington Avenue, Burling- 
ton, N.J.. Send comments to: The Hon- 
orable W. S. Ryan, Mayor, Township 
of Delanco, Township Hall, Burlington 
Avenue, Burlington, N.J. 08075. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad- 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur- 


PROPOSED RULES 


ance, 202-755-5581 or toll-free line 
800-424-8872 room 5270, 451 Sev- 
enth Street SW., Washington, D.C. 
20410. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determi- 
nations of base (100-year) flood eleva- 
tions for the Township of Delanco, 
N.J., in accordance with section 110 of 
the Flood Disaster Protection Act of 
1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, 
which added section 1363 to the Na- 
tional Flood Insurance Act of 1968 
(Title XIII of the Housing and Urban 
Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 90- 
448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 CFR 
1917.4(a)). 

-These elevations, together with th 
flood plain management measures re- 
quired by § 1910.3 of the program reg- 
ulations, are the minimum that are re- 
quired. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change 
any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage- 
ment requirements. The community 
may at any time enact stricter require- 
ments on its own, or pursuant to poli- 
cies established by other Federal, 
State, or regional entities. These pro- 
posed elevations will also be used to 
calculate the appropriate flood insur- 
ance premium rates for new buildings 
and their contents and for the second 
layer of insurance on existing build- 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 





Elevation, 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 


Source of flooding Location * 





Rancocas Creek Confluence with : 11 
Delaware River. 
Burlington AVE. .........0000+ 11 
ConRail 1l 
Upstream corporate 
limits. 
Delaware River Downstream corporate 11 
limits. 


Upstream corporate 1l 
limits. 





(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended; 
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele- 
gation of authority to Federal Insurance 
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.) 


Issued: July 19, 1978. 


GLtoria M. JIMENEZ, 
Federal Insurance Administrator. 


(FR Doc. 78-21990 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4210-01] | 
[24 CFR Part 1917] 


{Docket No. F1-4356] 
NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM 


Proposed Flood Elevation Determination for 
the Township of Riverside, Burlington 
County, N.J. 


AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis- 
tration, HUD. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
listed below for selected locations in 
the township of Riverside, Burlington 
County, N.J. These base (100-year) 
flood elevations are the basis for the 
flood plain management measures 
that the community is required to 
either adopt or show evidence of being 
already in effect in order to qualify or 
remain qualified for participation in 
the national flood insurance program 
(NFIP). « 


DATE: The period for comment will 
be ninety (90) days following the 
second publication of this proposed 
rule in a newspaper of local circulation 
in the above-named community. 


ADDRESS: Maps and other informa- 
tion showing the detailed outlines of 
the flood-prone areas and the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
are available for review at the Town- 
ship Hall, Scott and Pavilion Avenues, 
Riverside, N.J. Send comments to: The 
Honorable John W. Van _ Scriver, 
Mayor, Township of Riverside, Town- 
ship Hall, P.O. Box 188, Riverside, N.J. 
08075. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad- 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur- 
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202- 
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424- 
8872. . 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determi- 
nations of base (100-year) flood eleva- 
tions for the township of Riverside, 
N.J., in accordance with section 110 of 
the Flood Disaster Protection Act of 
1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, 
which added section 1363 to the Na- 
tional Flood Insurance Act of 1968 
(Title XIII of the Housing and Urban 
Development Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 90- 
448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 CFR 
1917.4(a)). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re- 
quired by § 1910.3 of the program reg- 
ulations,,are the minimum that are re- 
quired. They should not be construed 


INFORMATION 
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to mean the community must change 
any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage- 
ment requirements. The community 
may at any time enact stricter require- 
ments on its own, or pursuant to poli- 
cies established by other Federal, 
State, or regional entities. These pro- 
posed elevations will also be used to 
calculate the appropriate flood insur- 
ance premium rates for new buildings 
and their contents and for the second 
layer of insurance on existing build- 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 





Elevation, 
in feet, 


Source of flooding Location 





Rancocas Creek Pavilion Ave—30 ft* 


ConRail—30 ft* 





* Upstream of centerline. 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele- 
gation of authority to Federal Insurance 
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.) 


Issued: July 26, 1978. 


GLorIA M. JIMENEZ, 
Federal Insurance Administrator. 


{FR Doc. 78-21991 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4210-01] 
[24 CFR Part 1917] 
[Docket No. FI-4357] 
NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM 


Proposed Flood Elevation Determinations for 
F the Town of Colden, Erie County, N.Y. 


AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis- 
tration, HUD. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
listed below for selected locations in 
the town of Colden, Erie County, N.Y. 
These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain man- 
agement measures that the communi- 
ty is required to either adopt or show 
evidence of being already in effect in 
order to qualify or remain qualified 
for participation in the national flood 
insurance program (NFIP). 


DATE: The period for comment will 
be ninety (90) days following the 
second publication of this proposed 
rule in a newspaper of local circulation 
in the above-named community. 


ADDRESS: Maps and other informa- 
tion showing the detailed outlines of 


PROPOSED RULES 


the flood-prone areas and the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
are available for review at the Colden 
Town Hall, Route 240, Colden, N.Y. 
14033. Send comments to: Mr. William 
Miller, Town Supervisor of Colden, 
Colden Town Hall, Route 240, Colden, 
N.Y. 14033. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad- 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur- 
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202- 
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424- 
8872. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determi- 
nations of base (100-year) flood eleva- 
tions for the Town of Colden, Erie 
County, N.Y. in accordance with sec- 
tion 110 of the Flood Disaster Protec- 
tion Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 87 
Stat. 980, which added section 1363 to 
the National Flood Insurance Act of 
1968 (Title XIII of the Housing and 
Urban Development Act. of 1968 (Pub. 
L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 
CFR 1917.4(a)). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re- 
quired by § 1910.3 of the program reg- 
ulations, are the minimum that are re- 
quired. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change 
any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage- 
ment requirements. The community 
may at any time enact stricter require- 
ments on its own, or pursuant to poli- 
cies established by other Federal, 
State, or regional entities. These pro- 
posed elevations will also be used to 
calculate the appropriate flood insur- 
ance premium rates for new buildings 
and their contents and for the second 
layer of insurance on existing build- 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 





Elevation 
in feet, 


Source of flooding Location 


national 
geodetic 


vertical 
datum 





West Branch Downstream Town 
Cazenovia Creek. boundary. 
State Route 240—I1st 


942 


1,055 


1,059 
State Route 240—1st 1,077 
crossing upstream of 
Heath Rd. 
Chessie System Bridge... 
Farm bridge south of 
village of Colden. 
Murray Rd—upstream 
side. - 


1,083 
1,121 


1,169 





Elevation 


Source of flooding Location 





Upstream town 
boundary. 





(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele- 
gation of authority to Federal Insurance 
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.) 


Issued: July 19, 1978. 


GLorIA M. JIMENEz, 
Federal Insurance Administrator. 


(FR Doc. 78-21992 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4210-01] 
[24 CFR Part 1917] 
{Docket No. FI-4358] 
NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM 


Proposed Flood Elevation Determination for 
the Village of Lancaster, Erie County, N.Y. 


AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis- 
tration, HUD. : 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
listed below for selected locations in 
the village of Lancaster, Erie County, 
N.Y. These base (100-year) flood eleva- 
tions are the basis for the flood plain 
management measures that the com- 
munity is required to either adopt or 
show evidence of being already in 
effect in order to qualify or remain 
qualified for participation in the na- 
tional flood. insurance program 
(NFIP). 


DATE: The period for comment will 
be ninety (90) days following the 
second publication of this proposed 
rule in a newspaper of local circulation 
in the above-named community. 


ADDRESS: Maps and other informa- 
tion showing the detailed outlines of 
the flood-prone areas and the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
are available for review at the Depart- 
ment of Public Works, 5200 Broadway, 
Lancaster, N.Y. 14086. Send comments 
to: Hon. Burt T. Lyon, Mayor of Lan- 
caster, 5423 Broadway, Lancaster, N.Y. 
14086. é 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Richard Krimm, Assistant Ad- 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur- 
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410, 202- 
eee or toll-free line 800-424- 
8872. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determi- 
nations of base (100-year) flood eleva- 
tions for the village of Lancaster, Erie 
County, N.Y., in accordance with sec- 
tion 110 of the Flood Disaster Protec- 
tion Act of 1973 (Pub. L. 93-234), 87 
Stat. 980, which added section 1363 to 
the National Flood Insurance Act of 
1968 (Title XIII of the Housing and 
Urban Development Act of 1968 (Pub. 
L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 
CFR 1917.4(a)). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re- 
quired by § 1910.3 of the program reg- 
ulations, are the minimum that are re- 
quired. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change 
any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage- 
ment requirements. The community 
may at any time enact stricter require- 
ments on its own, or pursuant to poli- 
cies established by other Federal, 
State, or regional entities. These pro- 
posed elevations will also be used to 
calculate the appropriate flood insur- 
ance premium rates for new buildings 
and their contents and for the second 
layer of insurance on existing build- 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 





Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 





Cayuga Creek........ Penora St 


Courd Park Dam ........+.05- 
Uptream corporate 
limits. 
Plum Bottom Confluence with Cayuga 
Creek. Creek. 
Central Ave 
Clark St 





Holland AVEC. ......cccccosssseses 
Upstream corporate 
limi 


ts. 
Confluence with Plum 
Bottom Creek. 
ConRail Bridge ............000 
SURE FG ccaccjetecsionstchacesccess ee 683 
Upstream corporate 688 
limits. 





(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended 
(42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele- 
gation of authority to Federal Insurance 
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.) 


Issued: July 26, 1978. 


Gtortra M. JIMENEZ, 
Federal Insurance Administrator. 


[FR Doc. 78-21993 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


PROPOSED RULES 


[4210-01] 
[24 CFR Part 1917] 


(Docket No. FI-4359] 
NATIONAL FLOOD INSURANCE PROGRAM 


Proposed Flood Elevation Determination for 
the Village of Valleyview, Franklin County, 
Chio 

AGENCY: Federal Insurance Adminis- 

tration, HUD. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: Technical information or 
comments are solicited on the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
listed below for selected locations in 
the village of Valleyview, Franklin 
County, Ohio. These base (100-year) 
flood elevations are the basis for the 
flood plain management measures 
that the community is required to 
either adopt or show evidence of being 
already in effect in order to qualify or 
remain qualified for participation in 
the national flood insurance program 
(NFIP). 


DATE: The period for comment will 
be ninety (90) days following the 
second publication of this proposed 
rule in a newspaper of local circulation 
in the above-named community. 


ADDRESS: Maps and other informa- 
tion showing the detailed outlines of 
the flood-prone areas and the pro- 
posed base (100-year) flood elevations 
are available for review at the Village 
Hall, 432 North Richardson Avenue, 
Columbus, Ohio. Send comments to: 
The Honorable Clyde Keller, Mayor, 
Village of Valleyview, 2770 Valley 
View Drive, Columbus, Ohio 43204. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Richayd Krimm, Assistant Ad- 
ministrator, Office of Flood Insur- 
ance, Room 5270, 451 Seventh Street 
SW., WaAshington, D.C. 20410, 202- 
755-5581 or toll-free line 800-424- 
8872. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Federal Insurance Administrator 
gives notice of the proposed determi- 
nations of base (100-year) flood eleva- 
tions for the village of Valleyview, in 
accordance with section 110 of the 
Flood Disaster Protection Act of 1973 
(Pub. L. 93-234), 87 Stat. 980, which 
added section 1363 to the National 
Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of the Housing and Urban Devel- 
opment Act of 1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 
42 U.S.C. 4001-4128, and 24 CFR 
1917.4(a)). 

These elevations, together with the 
flood plain management measures re- 
quired by § 1910.3 of the program reg- 
ulations, are the minimum that are re- 
quired. They should not be construed 
to mean the community must change 
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any existing ordinances that are more 
stringent in their flood plain manage- 
ment requirements. The community 
may at any time enact stricter require- 
ments on its own, or pursuant to poli- 
cies established by other Federal, 
State, or regional entities. These pro- 
posed elevations will also be used to 
calculate the appropriate flood insur- 
ance premium rates for new buildings 
and their contents and for the second 
layer of insurance on existing build- 
ings and their contents. 

The proposed base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 





Elevation 
in feet, 
national 
geodetic 
vertical 
datum 


Source of flooding Location 





At downstream 
corporate limit. 
1,000 ft upstream of the 7712 
downstream corporate 
limit. 
800 ft downstream of 716 
Hague Ave. 
680 ft downstream of 717 
Hague Ave. 
60 ft downstream of 7719 
Hague Ave. 
Just upstream of Hague 187 
Ave. 
Upstream of corporate 788 
limit. 
North Branch Dry At confluence with Dry 771 
Run. un. 


7710 


Run. 

Just upstream of T1 
Richardson Ave. 

Just downstream of 
Dibblee Ave. 

40 ft upstream of 177 
Dibblee Ave. 

340 ft upstream of 780 
Dibblee Ave. 

At upstream corporate 781 
limit. 





(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title 
XIII of Housing and Urban Development 
Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 
FR 17804, November 28, 1968), as amended 
{42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); and Secretary’s dele- 
gation of authority to Federal Insurance 
Administrator, 43 FR 7719.) 


Issued: July 26, 1978. 


Gtortia M. JIMENEZ, 
Federal Insurance Administrator. 


{FR Doc. 78-21994 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[3710-08] 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
Department of the Army 
[32 CFR Part 553] 
ARMY NATIONAL CEMETERIES 
Restrictions of Bicycles 
AGENCY: Department of the Army. 


ACTION: Proposed rule—extension of 
comment period. 


SUMMARY: This notice is a follow-up 
to a proposed rule which appeared in 
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the FEDERAL REGISTER on July 13, 1978 
(43 FR 30075) to restrict bicyclists to 
certain roads within Arlington Nation- 
al Cemetery. 


DATES: The public comment period is 
extended to August 15, 1978. 
ADDRESS: Comments must be sub- 
mitted to HQDA(DAAG-PED) Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20314 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: \ 


Lt. Comdr. Elisworth S. Clarke, 202- 
693-0882. i 


By authority of the the Secretary of 
the Army. 
Dated: August 3, 1978. 


W. J. WINTER, Jr., 
Colonel, U.S. Army, Director, 
Personal Affairs, TAGCEN. 


{FR Doc. 21998 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[4310-70] 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
National Park Service 
[36 CFR Part 7] 


FIRE ISLAND NATIONAL SEASHORE, NEW 
YORK . 


Seaplane and Amphibious Aircraft Regulations 


AGENCY: National Park Service, Inte- 
rior. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: The proposed regulation 
set forth below is necessary to control 
seaplane and amphibious aircraft op- 
erations within Fire Island National 
Seashore. Unregulated use of Sea- 
shore waters by seaplanes and am- 
phibious aircraft has resulted in air- 
craft accidents, threats to boating 
safety, complaints of extremely low 
overflights and trespassing. It is the 
objective of this regulation to promote 
the safety of all users, minimize the 
conflicts among the various uses and 
to protect the resources of the Sea- 
shore. 


DATES: Written comments, sugges- 
tions or objections will be accepted 
until September 7, 1978. 


ADDRESSES: Comments should be 
directed to: Superintendent, Fire 
Island National Seashore, 120 Laurel 
Street, Patchogue, N.Y. 11772. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Richard W. Marks, Superintendent, 
Fire Island National Seashore, tele- 
phone 516-289-4810. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


PROPOSED RULES 


BACKGROUND 


This regulation is being promulgated 
by the National Park Service in re- 
sponse to public concern for safety 
and protection of property and re- 
sources within Fire Island National 
Seashore. Complaints concerning sea- 
planes and amphibious aircraft oper- 
ation have been received from home- 
owners and “recreational boaters. 
These complaints involve aircraft taxi- 
ing, docking, take-offs, landings, ex- 
tremely low overflights and trespass- 
ing. 

The determination to regulate sea- 
planes and amphibious aircraft was 
based on the following considerations: 

1. An analysis of past and present 
transportation modes. 

2. An obligation by the National 
Park Service to be responsive to public 
concern for safety and orderly man- 
agement. 

3. The recognized responsibility of 
the National Park Service for visitor 
safety. 

4. The legislative mandate that the 
National Park Service conserve and 
preserve Fire Island National Seashore 
for future generations. 

Since boating has been and will con- 
tinue to be the predominant means of 
access to the Seashore, it was deemed 
impractical to restrict boating at this 
time. Seaplanes and amphibious air- 
craft represent a valid means of trans- 
portation and a total restriction on 
their use is an unwanted and overly 
sever measure at this time. This regu- 
lation would reduce conflicting uses by 
requiring aircraft to land and take off 
at least 1,000 feet from shore and re- 
quire that all aircraft taxiing be ac- 
complished with due regard for public 
safety and only perpendicular to and 
from legal docking sites. 


AUTHQRITY 


Section 3 of the Act of August 25, 
1916, 39 Stat. 935, as amended (16 
U.S.C. 3); 245 DM 1 (77 FR 16631); and 
National Park Service Order 77 (38 FR 
7478). 


DRAFTING INFORMATION 


The following persons participated 
in the writing of this regulation: Rich- 
ard W. Marks and William Schenk, 
Fire Island National Seashore; and Mi- 
chael Finley, National Park Service, 
Washington, D.C. 


Impact ANALYSIS 


The National Park Service has deter- 
mined that this document does not 
contain a major proposal requiring 
preparation of an Economic. Impact 
Statement under Executive Order 
11821 and OMB Circular A-107; nor is 
it a major Federal action significantly 
affecting the quality of the human en- 
vironment, which would require prepa- 


ration of an environmental impact 
statement. 

In consideration of the foregoing, it 
is proposed to amend § 7.20 of Title 36, 
Code of Federal Regulations by the 
addition of a new paragraph (b) as fol- 
lows: 


§7.20 Fire Island National Seashore. 


. . * * 


(b) Operation of seaplane and am- 
phibious aircraft. (1) Aircraft may be 
operated on the waters of the Great 
South Bay and the Atlantic Ocean 
within the boundaries of Fire Island 
National Seashore, except as restricted 
in § 2.2(a) of this chapter and by the 
provisions of paragraph (b)(2) of this 
section. 


(2) The waters of the Great South 
Bay and the Atlantic Ocean within 
1,000 feet of any shoreline are closed 
to takeoffs, landings and other air- 
craft operations, except that aircraft 
may taxi on routes perpendicular to 
the shoreline to and from legal dock- 
ing at the following locations. 


(i) Kismet—Located at approximate 
longitude 73°12%’ and approximate 
latitude 40°38’. 


(ii) Fair Harbor—Located at approxi- 
mate longitude 73°11’ and approximate 
latitude 40°38’. 


(iii) Ocean Bay Park—Located at ap- 
proximate longitude 73°09’ and ap- 
proximate latitude 40°39’. 


(iv) Cherry Grove—Located at ap- 
proximate longitude 73°05%’ and ap- 
proximate latitude 40°39’. 


(v) Fire Island Pines—Located at ap- 
proximate longitude 73°04%' and ap- 
proximate latitude 40°40’. 

(vi) Davis Park—Located at approxi- 
mate longitude 73°00’ and approximate 
latitude 40°41’. 


(3) Aircraft operation in the vicinity 
of marinas, boats, boat docks, floats, 
piers, ramps, bird nesting areas, or 
bathing beaches must be performed 
with due caution and regard for per- 
sons and property and in accordance 
with any posted signs or uniform wa- 
terway markers. 


(4) Aircraft are prohibited from 
landing or taking off from any land 
surfaces, any estuary, lagoon, marsh, 
pond, tidal flat, paved surface, or any 
waters temporarily covering a beach; 
except with prior authorization of the 
Superintendent. Permission shall be 
based on the need for emergency serv- 
ice, resource protection, resource man- 
agement or law enforcement. 


(5) Aircraft operations shall comply 
with all Federal, State and county or- 
dinances and rules for operations as 
may be indicated in available naviga- 
tion charts or other aids to aviation 
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which are available for the Fire Island 
area. 


RICHARD W. MARKS, 
Superintendent, 
Fire Island National Seashore. 


Juty 17, 1978. 
{FR Doc. 78-21963 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


—_—— 


[4310-70] 


[36 CFR Part 21] 


HOT SPRINGS NATIONAL PARK, ARKANSAS 
Bathhouse Regulations 
AGENCY: National Park Service, Inte- 

rior. 
ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes a 
complete revision of 36 CFR Part 21, 


which contains regulations pertaining — 


to the operation of bathhouses within 
Hot Springs National Park. The revi- 
sions deletes references to two adviso- 
ry boards which were recently termi- 
nated, as well as regulations on sub- 
jects which are sufficiently covered in 
other ways, such as concession con- 
tract language, and need not be dealt 
with in these regulations. An addition 
to the regulations is being proposed 
- that will allow management to expand 
the use of thermal water for other 
than traditional therapeutic tub bath- 
ing, thereby permitting recreational 
pool bathing in and out of the park in 
accordance with an approved State- 
ment for Management. A penalty sec- 
tion would also be added to correct a 
deficiency in the current regulations. 


DATES: Written comments on this 
proposal will be accpeted until Sep- 
tember 7, 1978. 


ADDRESS: Mail comments to Region- 
al Director, Southwest Region, Nation- 
al Park Service, P.O. Box 728, Santa 
Fe, N. Mex. 87501. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Richard Maeder, Superintendent, 
Hot Springs National Park. 501-624- 
3383. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The proposed regulations reduce the 
scope of part 21 from 30 existing sec- 
tions to 12 revised sections. This re- 
duction is due, in large part, to the ter- 
mination of the park’s two advisory 
boards by the Secretary of the Interi- 
or on June 30, 1977, as recommended 
by the Office of Management. and 
Budget on December 7, 1976. These 
boards were the Hot Springs National 
Park Federal Registration Board and 
the Examining Board for Technicians. 
The termination of the boards makes 
it. possible to. eliminate all or portions 
of existing §§21.4 through 21.16 of 
part 21, as well as allowing the simpli- 
fication of a number of other sections. 


INFORMATION 


PROPOSED RULES 


In reviewing the present regulations 
in order to remove material made ob- 
solete by termination of the advisory 
boards, it was found that certain other 
material was no longer necessary. The 
language of present concession con- 
tracts and directives issued by the 
park adequately covers these subjects. 
Accordingly, these regulations would 
be deleted from the new part 21. 

Existing regulations prohibit the use 
of the park’s hot mineral waters for 
other than bathing or other therapeu- 
tic purposes. With the decline in 
therapeutic use of these waters which 
has taken place in recent years, it is no 
longer necessary to be as restrictive 
with their use. Therefore, the new reg- 
ulations would merely limit use of the 
waters to those purposes authorized 
by the Superintendent. 

One management objective of the 
park is “To make available opportuni- 
ties for recreational and therapeutic 
bathing and associated activities in a 
manner that is appropriate to present 
day public interests and that insures 
high quality visitor experience.” An- 
other objective is “To encourage a 
broadened recreational bathing use 
concept as a future bathhouse serv- 
ice.” The adoption of the proposed 
regulations will give the Superintend- 
ent authority to permit adaptive uses 
of the park’s thermal water in accord- 
ance with the above stated manage- 
ment objectives which were approved 
on June 1, 1977. 

The penalties which would be estab- 
lished by the new section 21.2 are au- 
thorized by the Act of April 20, 1904, 
chapter 1400, as amended (16 U.S.C. 
374). 

DRAFTING INFORMATION 

The following persons are principal- 
ly responsible for the preparation of 
these proposed regulations: Hugh L. 
Crenshaw, Bernard Goodman, and 
Benson Holmes, National Park Serv- 
ice. 

Dated: August 2, 1978. 


ROBERT STANTON, 
Acting Associate Director, 
National Park Service. 
It is proposed that Part 21 of Title 
36, Code of Federal Regulations, be re- 
vised in its entirety to read as follows: 


PART 21—HOT SPRINGS NATIONAL PARK: 
BATHHOUSE REGULATIONS 

Sec. 
21.1 
21.2 
21.3 
21.4 
21.5 
21.6 
21.7 
21.8 
21.9 
21.10 
21.11 
21.12 


Definitions. 

Penalties. 

Use of thermal water. 
Registration of physicians. . 
Therapeutic bathing requirements. 
Use of therapeutic pools. 
Health examinations 
Employee certification. 
Solicitation by employees. 
Losses. 

Redemption of tickets. 

Lost tickets. 
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AutTnortity: Sec. 3 of the Act of August 25, 
1916, 39 Stat. 535, as amended (16 U.S.C. 3); 
sec. 3 of the Act of March 3, 1891, 26 Stat. 
842, as amended (16 U.S.C. 363). 


§21.1 Definitions. 


When used in the regulations in this 
part: 

(a) The term “Superintendent” 
means the Superintendent of Hot 
Springs National Park, Ark. 

(b) The term “physician” means a 
doctor of medicine or osteopathy who 
is licensed to practice by a State or 
territory of the United States. 

(c) The term “registered physician” 
means a physician registered at the 
office of the Superintendent as au- 
thorized to prescribe the waters of Hot 
Springs National Park. 

(d) The term “employee” means any 
person licensed or certified by a State 
or territory of the United States in his 
or her specialty, or who is certified by 
the Superintendent to perform or 
render special services in a bathhouse. 

(e) The term “bathhouse” means 
any facility which is operated by an 
individual, trustee, partnership, corpo- 
ration, or business entity and which 
receives thermal water from Hot 
Springs National Park. 


§21.2 Penalties. 


Any person convicted of violating 
any provision of the regulations con- 
tained in this part, or as the same may 
be amended or supplemented, shall -be 
punished by a fine not exceeding $100 
and shall be adjudged to pay all costs 
of the proceedings. 


§ 21.3 Use of thermal water. 


(a) The use of the thermal waters of 
Hot Springs National Park, for pur- 
poses other than those authorized by 
the Superintendent, is prohibited. 

(b) The heating, reheating, or other- 
wise increasing the temperature of the 
thermal waters of Hot Springs Nation- 
al Park is prohibited. 

(c) The introduction of any sub- 
stance, chemical, or other material or 
solution into the thermal waters of 
Hot Springs National Park, except as 
may be prescribed by a physician for a 
bather or as may be directed by the 
Superintendent, is prohibited. 


$21.4 Registration of physicians. 


Physicians desiring to prescribe the 
thermal waters of Hot Springs Nation- 
al Park must first be registered at the 
office of the Superintendent. Any 
physician may make application for 
registration to the Superintendent. To 
maintain registered status, reapplica- 
tion is required triannually. 


§21.5 Therapeutic bathing requirements. 
Baths shall be administered to per- 

sons, having a prescription from a reg- 

istered physician with prescription 
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instructions given therein. Baths shall 
be administered to patrons who do not 
have prescriptions from _ registered 
physicians only if the bath is adminis- 
tered in accordance with the bath di- 
rections prescribed by the Superin- 
tendent, the violation of which is not 
subject to the penalty provisions of 
§ 21.2. 


§ 21.6 Use of therapeutic pools. 


No person shall use the therapeutic 
pools except on presenting a prescrip- 
tion describing the treatment from a 
registered physician. Persons with 
acute or infectious diseases or dis- 
charges of the body, or who lack com- 
plete control of their bodily functions, 
are prohibited from using the thera- 
peutic pools. 


§ 21.7 Health examinations. 


No employee who comes in direct 
personal contact with bathers or pool 
users will be permittted to enter duty 
without first undergoing a health ex- 
aminations, or remain in such employ- 
ment without undergoing periodic 
health examination, as required by 
the Superintendent, and being found 
free from any infectious or communi- 
cable diseases. 


Cross REFERENCE: For a list of communi- 
cable diseases included in the regulations of 
the U.S. Public Health Service, see 21 CFR 
1240.54. 


§ 21.8 Employees certification. 


(a) Employee engaged as physical 
therapists must be licensed or certified 
by a State or territory of the United 
States to practice. 

(b) Employees engaged as plysical 
therapy aids or physical therapy tech- 
nicians will be certified by the Super- 
intendent upon completion of an ex- 
amination. 

(c) Employees engaged as masseurs 
or masseuses must be licensed or certi- 
fied by a State or territory of the 
United States, or be certified by the 
Superintendent upon completion of an 
examination. 

(d) Employees engaged as bath at- 
tendants will be certified by the Su- 
perintendent upon completion of an 
apprenticeship and an examination. 


“$21.9 Solicitation by employees. 


Soliciting by employees for any pur- 
pose, including soliciting for gratuities, 
commonly called “tips,” is prohibited 
in all bathhouses. 


§ 21.10 Losses. 


A bathhouse receiving deposits of 
jewelry, money, or other valuables 
from patrons shall provide means for 
the safekeeping thereof, satisfactory 
to the Superintendent. It is under- 
stood, however, that the Government 
assumes no responsibility for such va- 
luables kept on the premises. All losses 


PROPOSED RULES 


must be reported promptly to the Su- 
perintendent by the bathhouse man- 
ager. 


§ 21.11 Redemption of tickets. 


Unused tickets may be redeemed by 
the purchaser within one year from 
the date of purchase, according to the 
redemption scale approved by the Su- 
perintendent. 


§ 21.12 Lost tickets. 


A patron who loses his ticket may 
continue to receive service, without ad- 
ditional charge, for the number of 
units remaining in the ticket. Records 
of lost tickets, and of service given 
thereunder, shall be maintained as re- 
quired by the Superintendent. Lost 
tickets shall have no redemption 
value. 


{FR Doc. 78-21974 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[6560-01] 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


[40 CFR Part 52) 


(FRL 940-7) 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA IMPLEMENTATION 
PLAN 


Proposed Revision—Withdrawal and Proposal 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 


ACTION: Withdrawal of previously 
proposed rule and notice of proposed 
rule 


SUMMARY: The District of Columbia 
has” submitted an amendment to the 
District’s air pollution control regula- 
tions and has requested that it be re- 
viewed and processed as a revision of 
the District of Columbia implementa- 
tion plan (SIP). The amendment re- 
vises the requirement for “no visible 
emissions,” at any time to a require- 
ment that would not permit any visi- 
ble emissions except for up to 40-per- 
cent opacity for a period of 2 minutes 
in any 60-minute period and for an ag- 
gregate of 12 minutes in any 24-hour 
period during “startup,” cleaning, soot 
blowing, adjustment of combustion 
controls of boilers and/or unavoidable 
malfunction of equipment. (The cur- 
rent Federal regulation prohibits visi- 
ble emissions at any time.) This 
amendment supersedes a previous Dis- 
trict amendment which permitted 
transient emissions of 20-percent opac- 
ity and which. had been previously 
proposed but not approved as a SIP re- 
vision. In this notice, the Administra- 
tor withdraws the earlier proposal and 
proposes to approve this more recent 
— to the. District’s regula- 
ions. a 


DATE: Comments must be submitted 
on or before September 7, 1978. 


ADDRESSES: All comments should be 
submitted to: Mr. Howard R. Heim 
(3AH10), Chief, Air Programs Branch, 
US. Environmental Protection 
Agency, Region III, Curtis Building, 
10th Floor, Sixth and Walnut Streets, 
Philadelphia, Pa. 19106, Attn.: 
AHO010bDC. Copies of the proposed 
SIP revision and accompanying sup- 
port documentation are available for 
public inspection during normal busi- 
ness hours at the following offices: 


U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region II, Air Programs Branch, Curtis 
Building, 10th Floor, Sixth and Walnut 
Streets, Philadelphia, Pa. 19106, Attn.: 
Mr. Harold A. Frankford (3AH12). 

District of Columbia Department of Envi- 
ronmental Services, Bureau of Air and 
Water Quality, 5010 Overlook Avenue 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20032, Attn.: Mr. 
John V. Brink. mn 

Public Information Reference Unit, Room 
2922, EPA Library, U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, 401 M Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20460. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Harold A. Frankford (3AH12) 
Air Programs Branch, U.S. Environ- 
mental Protection Agency, Curtis 
Building, 10th Floor, Sixth and 
Walnut Streets, Philadelphia, Pa. 
19106, telephone 215-597-8392. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
1. BACKGROUND 


On May 24, 1974, the District of Co- 
lumbia submitted to the Regional Ad- 
ministrator, EPA Region III, an 
amendment to the District’s air qual- 
ity control regulations and requested 
that it be reviewed and processed as a 
revision of the District of Columbia’s 
implementation plan (SIP). On March 
3, 1977, the District of Columbia sub- 
mitted to the Regional Administrator, 
EPA Region III, an additional amend- 
ment to the District’s air quality con- 
trol regulations and requested that it 
be reviewed and processed as a revi- 
sion of the District of Columbia’s im- 
plementation plan. In accordance with 
40 CFR 51.4, the District certified that 
a public hearing had been held on 
May 25, 1976. 

Both amendments consist of changes 
to section 8-2:713 (Visible. Emissions) 
of the District’s regulations. Following 
a prolonged period of discussion be- 
tween EPA and the District of Colum- 
bia concerning the approvability of 
the amendments of SIP revisions, the 
District of Columbia has agreed to 
withdraw its request of May 24, 1974. 
Concurrently, the Regional Adminis- 
trator, EPA Region III, agreed to rec- 
ommend a proposed approval of the 
March 3, 1977, request for a SIP revi- 
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sion as is further discussed in this 
notice. 

The amended regulation now being 
proposed as a SIP revision is applica- 
ble to all stationary sources within the 
District and, in part, reads as follows: 


***no person shall cause, suffer, or 
allow to be emitted into the outdoor atmo- 
sphere, visible emissions from stationary 
sources: Provided, That discharges not ex- 
ceeding 40-percent opacity (or No. 2 on the 
Ringelmann Smoke Chart) shall be permit- 
ted for 2 minutes in any 60-minute period 
and for an aggregate of 12 minutes in any 
24-hour period. These discharges shall be al- 
lowed only for startup, cleaning, soot blow- 
ing, adjustment of combustion controls of 
boilers, and/or unavoidable malfunction of 
equipment * * *. 


The original section 8-2:713, as ap- 
proved by the Administrator, permit- 
ted discharges for startup, cleaning, 
soot blowing, and/or adjusting com- 
bustion controls of boilers not exceed- 
ing 40-percent opacity (No. 2 on the 
Ringelmann Chart) for 4 minutes in 
any 60-minute period and for an aggre- 
gate of 24 minutes in any 24-hour 
period, until August 31, 1973. After 
that date, no visible discharges are 
permitted at any time. 


II. APPROVABILITY OF THE PROPOSED 
REVISION 


A request for a revision of a SIP 
must be approved by the Administra- 
tor if the revision meets the require- 
ments of section 110 and EPA’s regula- 
tions, 40 CFR Part 51. In this case, the 
mass emission limitation contained in 
the plan is not being changed. Instead, 
the District has only requested that 
the SIP’s visible emission require- 
ments be modified to allow for period- 
ic short-term visible emissions during 
startup, cleaning, soot blowing, adjust- 
ment of combustion controls of boil- 
ers, and/or unavoidable malfunction 
of equipment. Such emissions are a 
part of normal operation and mainte- 
nance functions of combustion 
sources. The basic substantive. require- 
ment for approval of this revision is 
that the revision will not interfere 
with attainment or maintenance of 
the national ambient air quality stand- 
ards. 

Where emissions from a flue are ad- 
dressed by a mass emission limitation 

‘and a visible emission requirement, 
the mass emission limitation is con- 
trolling in any air-quality demonstra- 
tion that may be needed to insure at- 
tainment and maintenance of the na- 
tional standards. Where both visible 
and mass emission limitations are ap- 
proved by the Administrator, both are 
properly a part of the SIP. At present, 
the District of Columbia SIP requires 
that a source may never have any visi- 
ble emissions. However, the mass emis- 
sion limitation. contained in the SIP 
does not impose an absolute ban on 
_the discharge of particulate matter. 


PROPOSED RULES 


Instead, a finite quantity of particu- 
late matter emissions is permissible 
under the applicable mass emission 
limitations. The Agency believes that 
the quantity of emissions permitted by 
the amendment to the District’s regu- 
lations does not exceed those mass 
emission limitations, and therefore the 
“no visible emissions” requirement is 
more restrictive than necesssary to ac- 
complish the objectives of sections 
110(a)(2) and (a)(3) of the act. 

Consequently, the Agency believes 
that the amendment to the District’s 
regulations submitted on March 3, 
1977, does not interfere with attain- 
ment or maintenance of the ambient 
standards for particulate matter and 
that approval may be granted. In this 
notice of proposed rulemaking, the 
Administrator hereby formally with- 
draws his proposal of July 11, 1974 (39 
FR 25502), from any further consider- 
ation as a revision of the District of 
Columbia implementation plan. 

The public is invited to submit com- 
ments on whether the amendment to 
section 8-2:713 on visible emission re- 
quirements should be approved as a 
revision of the District’s SIP. All com- 
ments submitted on or before Septem- 
ber 7, 1978, will be considered. All com- 
ments should be submitted to Mr. 
Howard R. Heim (3AH10), Chief, Air 
Programs Branch, U.S. Envirionmen- 
tal Protection Agency, Region III, 
Curtis Building, 10th Floor, Sixth and 
Walnut Streets, Philadelphia, Pa. 
19106, Attn: AHO10bDC. 

The Administrator’s decision to ap- 
prove or disapprove the amendment to 
section 8-2:713 as a revision of the Dis- 
trict’s SIP will be based on a final de- 
termination as to whether it meets the 
requirements ‘of section 110 of the 
Clean Air Act and 40 CFR Part 51, Re- 
quirements for Preparation, Adoption, 
and Submittal of Implementation 
Plans. 


(42 U.S.C. 7401.) 
Dated: August 3, 1978. 


Dovuc tas M. CostTLe, 
Administrator. 
{FR Doc. 78-22111 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[4110-86] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 


Public Health Service 
Center for Disease Control 
[42 CFR Part 91] 


GRANTS FOR THE PREVENTION OF LEAD- 
BASED PAINT POISONING 


AGENCY: Center for Disease Control, 
PHS, HEW. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemak- 
ing. 
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SUMMARY: Under the proposed regu- 
lations, grants would be awarded to 
State and local government agencies 
and to private nonprofit organizations 
to assist them in meeting the costs of 
comprehensive lead-based paint poi- 
soning prevention programs, and to 
State agencies for the purpose of es- 
tablishing centralized laboratory ser- 
vices for analyzing lead specimens. 
Federal funds are to be used for ser- 
vices which will provide an addition to 
or an improvement in services that 
would otherwise be provided. A 90-per- 
cent limitation on the Federal contri- 
bution over a 3-year period is set 
forth. The proposed rule would imple- 
ment the Lead-Based Paint Poisoning 
Prevention Act, as amended. 


DATE: Written comments must be re- 
ceived on or before September 7, 1978. 


ADDRESSES: Written comments 
should be sent to the following ad- 
dress: Center for Disease Control, At- 
tention: Director, Environmental 
Health Services Division, Bureau of 
State Services, Atlanta, Ga. 30333. 

Comments received will be available 
for public inspection during regular 
business hours in Room 511, 255 East 
Paces Ferry Road NE., Atlanta, Ga. 
30305. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


Mrs. Sara S. Owens, Regulations Of. 
ficer, Center for Disease Control, At- 
lanta, Ga. 30333, 404-633-3311, ext. 
6723. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
This proposed rulemaking is to imple- 
ment Pub. L. 94-317 and Pub. L. 93- 
151 which amend the Lead-Based 
Paint Poisoning Prevention Act. 


INFORMATION 


BacKGROUND 


Children 1 to 5 years of age experi- 
ence the maximum neurologic devel- 
opment. Lead absorbed in the body di- 
rectly affects the development of the 
brain. Therefore, children in this age 
group are at the highest risk of perma- 
nent brain damage. This damage 
shows up in the later years as distinct 
behavioral changes such as attentional 
disorders, learning disabilities, or emo- 
tional disturbances. Accordingly, the 
regulations are focused on preventing 
lead poisoning in this age group. 

The level of lead permitted in paint 
manufactured after June 22, 1977, has 
been set at 0.06 of 1 percent by the 
Consumer Product Safety Commis- 
sion. 

The attached regulations require the 
grantees to carry out an environmen- 
tal investigation whenever a child is 
identified with undue lead absorption. 
In determining if a lead hazard exists 
in the child’s environment, an X-ray 
fluorescence analyzer provides the 
most efficacious method of measuring 
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the content of lead in paint which has 
already been applied. This technique 
provides a minimum reading of 0.5 
mg/cm? of lead content which is 
higher than the amount of lead per- 
mitted to be included in paint which is 
manufactured after June 22, 1977. No 
other method currently available 
would permit determinations of a 
lower lead level without damaging the 
surfaces being tested and requiring 
time-consuming and costly laboratory 
analysis. 

Costs of eliminating lead hazards in 
a child’s environment are generally 
borne by landlords or by State and 
local agencies. However, these regula- 
tions permit grant funds to be used for 
hazard elimination activities in emer- 
gency situations where: (1) The house 
is occupied by the owner; (2) the 
owner is determined by the grantee to 
be financially unable to pay for the 
needed improvements; and (3) other 
sources of funds cannot be identified. 
The applicable provisions in the regu- 
lations, although seldom used in prac- 
tice, are necessary to insure that lead 
hazards are removed quickly in emer- 
gency situations. 

Rules are set forth in the proposed 
regulations to govern the establish- 
ment of advisory boards for local 
screening programs under section 
505(b) of the Act, as amended. These 
proposed rules on advisory boards 
were developed after consultation with 
the Secretary of Housing and Urban 
Development. 

Other minor changes were made to 
the regulations for clarity and work- 
ability. 

It is, therefore, proposed to revise 42 
CFR Part 91 as set forth below. 


NotTEe.—The Department of Health, Educa- 
tion, and Welfare has determined that this 
document does not contain a major proposal 
requiring preparation of an economic 
impact statement under Executive Order 
11821, as amended by Executive Order 
11949, and OMB Circular A-107. 


Dated: April 25, 1978. 


J. B. RICHMOND, 
Assistant Secretary for Health. 


Approved: August 1, 1978. 


JOSEPH A. CALIFANO, Jr., 
Secretary. 


PART 91—GRANTS FOR THE PREVENTION OF 
LEAD-BASED PAINT POISONING 


Sec. 
91.1 
91.2 
91.3 
91.4 


Applicability. 

Applicability of 45 CFR Part 74. 

Definitions. 

Eligibility. 

91.5 Application—General. 

91.6 Application—Grants for detection and 
reduction of lead-based paint poisoning. 

91.7 Application—Grants for establishing 
centralized laboratory services. 

91.8 Evaluation and grant award. 

91.9 Grant payments. 

91.10 Use of grant funds. 


PROPOSED RULES 


Sec. 

91.11 
91.12 
91.13 


Grantee accountability. 
Publications and copyright. 
Records and reports. 

91.14 Nondiscrimination. 

91.15 Additional conditions. 

Autnority: The provisions of this part 91 
are issued under sections 101, 504, and 
505(b), 84 Stat. 2078, as amended, 42 U.S.C. 
4801, 4844, and 4845. 


§91.1 Applicability. 

The regulations in this part apply to 
the award of grants under section 
101(a) of the Lead-based Paint Poison- 
ing Prevention Act (42 U.S.C. 4801) for 
the purpose of providing assistance in 
developing and carrying our local pro- 
grams to detect and treat incidents of 
lead-based paint poisoning among chil- 
dren under 6 years of age and to elimi- 
nate lead-based paint hazards from 
surfaces in and around residential 
dwelling units or houses; and under 
section 101(e) of the Act (42 U.S.C. 
4801) to establish centralized labora- 
tory facilities for analyzing biological 
and environmental lead specimens ob- 
tained from local lead-based paint poi- 
soning detection programs. 


$91.2 Applicability of 45 CFR Part 74. 


The provisions of 45 CFR Part 74, 
which establish uniform administra- 
tive requirements and cost principles, 
apply to a grantee under this part as 
follows: 

(a) To a State or local government as 
those terms are defined in subpart A 
of part 74. 

(b) To other than a State or local 
government agency, relevant provi- 
sions of subparts A, B, C, D, F, G, K, 
L, M, O, and Q. 


§91.3 Definitions. 


As used in this part: 

“Act” means the Lead-Based Paint 
Poisoning Prevention Act, Pub. L. 91- 
695, as amended by Pub. L. 93-151 and 
Pub. L. 94-317. 

“Lead-based paint hazard” means a 
surface containing lead-based paint 
which is reachable by young children 
or which contains paint that is crack- 
ing, scaling, chipping, peeling, or loose. 

“Confirmed blood lead level’ means 
two or more tests which produce ele- 
vated results. 

“Lead poisoning” is defined as exist- 
ing whenever a child has any one or 
more of the following: 

(a) Two successive blood lead levels 
equal to or greater than 70 pg/dl with 
or without symptoms. 

(b) Erythrocyte protophorphyrin 
(EP) level equal to or greater than 250 
pe/dl whole blood and a confirmed 
blood lead level equal to or greater 
ae 50 peg/dl with or without symp- 

ms. 


(c) EP level greater than 109 yg/dl 
associated with a confirmed elevated 


blood lead level (>30 pg/dl) with com- 
patible symptoms. 

(d) Confirmed blood lead. levels 
greater than 49 yg/dl with compatible 
symptoms and evidence of toxicity 
(e.g., abnormal EP, calcium disodium 
EDTA mobilization test, urinary amin- 
olevulinic acid excretion or urinary co- 
proporphyrin excretion). 

“Private nonprofit organization” 
means an organization which is a cor- 
poration or an association no part of 
the net earnings of which inures or 
may lawfully inure to the benefit of 
any private shareholder or individual. 

“Secretary” means the Secretary of 
Health,. Education, and Welfare and 
any other officer or employee of the 
Department to whom authority under 
the Act has been delegated. 

“State” means the several States, 
the District of Columbia, the Com- 
monwealth of Puerto Rico, and the 
territories and possessions of the 
United States. 

“Surfaces” means all surfaces in and 
around residential dwelling units or 
houses. : 

“Undue lead absorption” refers to 
excess led in the blood with evidence 
of biochemical derangement in the ab- 
sence of clinical symptoms. It is de- 
fined by a confirmed blood lead level 
of 30 to 69 yg/dl associated with an EP 
level of 50 to 249 pg/dl whole blood. 

“Units of general local government” 
means (a) any city, county, township, 
town, borough, parish, village, or 
other general purpose political subdi- 
vision of a State, (b) any combination 
of units of general local government in 
one or more States, (c) an Indian tribe, 
or (d) with respect to lead-based paint 
poisoning elimination activities in 
their urban areas, the territories and 
possessions of the United States. 


§91.4 Eligibility. 


(a) The following are eligible to 
apply for a grant under section 101(a) 
of the Act: 

(1) A public agency of a unit of gen- 
eral local government. 

(2) A private nonprofit organization. 

(3) An agency of a State government 
where the State government provides 
direct services to citizens in a local 
community or where units of general 
local government within the State are 
prevented from implementing or re- 
ceiving grants or from conducting pro- 
grams consistent with the Act and 
these regulations. 

(b) State agencies. which provide cen- 


. tralized laboratory services to local 


health agencies or programs are eligi- 
ble to apply for a grant under section 
101(e) of the Act. 


§91.5 Application—General. 


(a) An application for a grant under 
this part shall be submitted to the 
Secretary in such form and manner 
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and at such times as the Secretary 
| may prescribe. ' 

(b) The application shall be execut- 
ed by an individual authorized to act 
for the applicant and to assume on 
behalf of the applicant the obligations 
imposed by the terms and conditions 

of any award, including the regula- 

tions of this part. 

(c) The application shall contain evi- 
dence satisfactory to the Secretary 
that it has been reviewed, commented 
upon, or approved by the appropriate 
planning agency as may be required in 
regulations implementing the National 
Healh Planning and Resources Devel- 
opment Act (42 U.S.C. 300k-1, Pub. L. 
93-641). 

(d) An application for a grant under 
this part shall contain or describe the 
following: 

(1) In a narrative plan, the manner 
in which the applicant proposes to 
conduct the program and carry out 
the requirements of this part. 

(2) A detailed budget for the pro- 
posed program and a justification for 
the grant funds requested. 

(3) The applicant’s current legal au- 
thority and responsibility for the ad- 
ministration of the program or the ap- 
plicant’s plans to obtain legal authori- 
ty not currently available to the appli- 
cant but necesary for the administra- 
tion of the program. 

(4) The current administrative orga- 

nization, procedures, facilities, staff, 
and financial and other resources; and 
the applicant’s plan for changes or de- 
velopment in this area, including addi- 

, tional staff necessary to carry out the 
' program efficiently and effectively. 

(5) The extent to which the services 

: to be provided will either add to or be 
a@ significant improvement in the qual- 
? ity of services which would otherwise 
f be provided, including the steps which 
| will be taken to insure that services 
| will be maintained after a reduction 
and termination of Federal support. 

} (6) An evaluation plan which will be 
used to measure progress in attaining 
program objectives. 


| 


$91.6 Application—Grants for detection 
and reduction of lead-based paint poi- 
soning. 


An application for a grant under sec- 
tion 101(a) of the Act shall meet the 
requirements in $91.5 and shall also 
contain the following: 

(a) A description of the nature, ef- 
fects, and extent of the actual and po- 
tential local undue lead absorption 
problem and the methods used for 
making this determination. 

(b) A description of the overall pro- 
gram objectives for reduction of the 


1 Applications and instructions may be ob- 
tained from the Regional Health Adminis- 
trator of the Regional Office of the Depart- 
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare for 
the region in which the project is to be con- 
ducted. 
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undue lead absorption problem identi- 
fied in paragraph (a) of this section. 

(c) A description of specific measures 
of a comprehensive program to be im- 
plemented to accomplish the objec- 
tives and a schedule for their accom- 
pliment. Specific objectives must be 
stated for screening, medical manage- 
ment, and hazard reduction activities. 
The program shall include all of the 
following elements: 

(1) An orderly sequence of planning, 
implementation, and evaluation for 
both the developmental and oper- 
ational phases of the program using 
specific dates wherever feasible. 

(2) The development of a community 
education program to inform parents, 
educators, and local health personnel 
of the danger and prevalence of undue 
lead absorption among children and to 
generate community and individual 


. action in addressing the problem. 


(3) An intensive community screen- 
ing program to detect evidence of 
undue lead absorption and lead poi- 
soning in children. Emphasis shall be 
placed on door-to-door efforts de- 
signed to reach the greatest number of 
children at risk. These activities shall 
be conducted at hours of the day 
which minimize financial sacrifice or 
inconvenience to residents. Provision 
shall be made for testing the children 
who may have been missed during the 
hours of normal activities. In addition 
to, but not to replace door-to-door 
screening, the use of clinics shall be 
encouraged for “walk-in” testing. 

(4) An intensive community followup 
program to insure that children with 
evidence of undue lead absorption are 
placed in a program of medical surveil- 
lance or treatment as indicated. Inves- 
tigation shall be carried out to deter- 
mine the source of lead, and steps 
shall be taken to insure against fur- 
ther exposure to lead-based paint haz- 
ards where there is a level greater 
than 0.5 mg/cm? of lead on the sur- 
faces of walls as measured by an X-ray 
fluorescence analyzer or any other 
method approved by the Secretary. A 
plan for eliminating a lead-based paint 
hazard must include the following 
minimal actions: 

(i) Thoroughly cleaning the surfaces 
identified as a hazard by washing, 
sanding, scraping, using a wire brush, 
or otherwise cleaning to remove all 
paint that is cracking, scaling, peeling, 
chipping, loose, or within reach of 
children. 

(ii) When the integrity of the sur- 
face cannot be maintained, completely 
removing the paint or recovering the 
surface with a suitable material (e.g., 
hardboard, plywood, drywall, or plas- 
ter) before repainting. 

(5) The use of a laboratory which 
demonstrates its proficiency in a pro- 
gram of proficiency testing or per- 
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formance review which is acceptable 
to the Secretary. - 

(6) Promotion, development, im- 
provement, adoption, and enforcement 
of effective ordinances and codes 
which may help prevent childhood 
lead-based paint poisoning. 

(7) Employment opportunities for 
the residents of the areas affected by 
the lead problem. Describe methods 
and procedures that will be used to 
inform residents of job opportunities 
in the program as well as the provi- 
sions made for appropriate training 
and education. 

(8) Coordination and integration of 
program activities with other commu- 
nity programs related to health and 
environmental improvement, such as 
early and periodic screening, diagnosis, 
and treatment programs, in the deliv- 
ery of screening, treatment, and fol- 
lowup services. 

(9) Identification and use of re- 
sources from the public and private 
sectors of the community. 

(10) Each grantee assisted under sec- 
tion 101(a) of the Act shall establish a 
community advisory board. Two-thirds 
of the board members must live in the 
neighborhoods affected by lead-based 
paint poisoning. At the time of ap- 
pointment, a majority of the members 
shall have at least one child under 6 
years of age. The board will advise the 
grantee on the operation of the pro- 
gram, particularly in the areas of 
public education and public action re- 
lated to the prevention of undue lead 
absorption. The application shall con- 
tain a description of the duties and re- 
sponsibiities of the board. The board 
shall meet at least once a year but not 
more frequently than once a quarter. 
A member shall be reimbursed only 
for expenses incurred in the perform- 
ance of duties as a member of the 
board. Expenses of the board members 
not paid from Federal grant funds are 
acceptable for meeting requirements 
for matching funds from non-Federal 
sources. 


§91.7 Application—Grants for establish- 
ing centralized laboratory services. 


An application for a grant under sec- 
tion 101(e) of the Act shall meet the 
requirements in §91.5 and shall also 
contain the following: 

(a) A description of the laboratory 
services now available to serve current 
and proposed local and State pro- 
grams, including those for early and 
periodic screening, diagnosis, and 
treatment, and an analysis of these 
laboratory services in terms of accura- 
cy, capacity, and cost. 

(b) A description of the immediate 
and long-range objectives of the State 
under this grant to meet needs identi- 
fied in paragraph (a) of this section. 

(c) A description of the methods 
be employed in meeting the objectives. 
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(d) A description of the steps to be 
taken to insure that laboratory ser- 
vices provided under the grant meet 
and continue to meet high standards 
and the steps to be taken to insure 
outside review of laboratory perform- 
ance. 


$91.8 Evaluation and grant award. 


(a) Within the limits of the funds 
available for this purpose, the Secre- 
tary may award a grant for a project 
which will best promote the purposes 
of the Act. Special consideration will 
be given to the following factors: 

(1) The magnitude of the problem 
and the resources needed to adequate- 
ly address the problem. 

(2) The approach taken in the pro- 
gram plan to deal with the problem in 
the community. 

(3) The identification of additional 
funding and other resources to insure 
that the program will continue beyond 
the termination of Federal grant sup- 
port. 

(4) The provision for coordination of 
program activities with other commu- 
nity health services programs. 

(5) The provision of assurances, sat- 
isfactory to the Secretary, that the 
services to be provided will constitute 
an addition to, or a significant im- 
provement in, quality of services that 
would otherwise be provided. 

(b) The amount of any award shall 
be based upon the Secretary’s estimate 
of the sum necessary for all or a desig- 
nated portion of direct costs plus an 
additional amount for indirect costs, if 
any. 

However, a grant under § 91.6 shall 
not exceed 90 percent of the total cost 
of developing and carrying out an ap- 
proved program over a 3-year period. 
Costs borne by other Federal grants or 
costs used to match other Federal 
grants may not be included except as 
may be otherwise provided by law. 

(c) All grant awards shall be in writ- 
ing and shall set forth the amount of 
funds granted and the period for 
which support is recommended. 

(d) The approval of a grant applica- 
tion shall not obligate the United 
States to make any additional, supple- 
mental, continuation, or other award 
to any approved program. The grantee 
must apply separately for continuing 
support. 


$91.9 Grant payments. 


The Secretary shall from time to 
time make payments to a grantee of 
all or a portion of any grant award. 
These payments may be made either 
in advance or by way of reimburse- 
ment for expenses incurred or to be in- 
curred in the performance of the pro- 
gram. The payments shall be made as 
the Secretary determines necessary to 
promote initiation and advancement 
of the approved program. 
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§ 91.10 Use of grant funds. 


(a) The grantee shall provide assur- 
ances, satisfactory to the Secretary, 
that Federal funds will be used to sup- 
plement and not replace State, local, 
and other non-Federal funds that 
would, in the absence of Federal 
funds, be made available to the pro- 
gram. The grantee shall use Federal 
funds to the extent practical to in- 
crease the level of expenditures for 
the program. 

(b) Grant funds may be used solely 
for the purposes for which the funds 
were granted, subject to the following 
limitations: 

(1) With respect to medical care or 
treatment, only when such care or 
treatment is required for emergency 
purposes and only when the grantee 
finds and demonstrates to the satisfac- 
tion of the Secretary that no other 
funds are available for this purpose. 

(2) With respect to the elimination 
of a hazard of lead-based paint in and 
around a residential dwelling unit, 
only under the following conditions: 

(i) When the grantee finds that a 
hazard at a residential dwelling unit 
presents an imminent danger to at 
least one child with undue lead ab- 
sorption. Priority of action shall be 
given to the residence of a child with 
lead poisoning. 

(ii) When the grantee finds and dem- 
onstrates to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary that an owner-occupant of a 
dwelling which houses a child with di- 
agnosed lead poisoning is financially 
unable to eliminate the hazard and 
that no other funds are reasonably 
available for the reduction of the 
hazard. 


§91.11 Grantee accountability. 


(a) Accounting for grant award pay- 
ments. All payments made by the Sec- 
retary shall be recorded by the grant- 
ee in accounting records separate from 
the records of all other funds, includ- 
ing funds derived from other grant 
awards. With respect to each approved 
program, the grantee shall account for 
the total of all amounts paid out by 
presenting or otherwise making availa- 
ble evidence, satisfactory to the Secre- 
tary, of expenditures for direct and in- 
direct costs meeting the requirements 
of this part. However, when the 
amount awarded for indirect cost was 
based on a predetermined fixed per- 
centage of estimated direct costs, the 
amount allowed for indirect costs shall 
be computed on the basis of such pre- 
determined fixed percentage rates ap- 
plied to the total, or a selected ele- 
ment thereof, of the reimbursable 
direct costs incurred. 

(b) Accounting for grant related 
income—Interest. Pursuant to section 
203 of the Intergovernmental Cooper- 
ation Act of 1968 (42 U.S.C. 4213), a 
State will not be held accountable for 


interest earned on grant funds, pend- 
ing their disbursement for grant pur- 
poses. A State, as defined in section 
102 of the Intergovernmental Cooper: 
ation Act, means any one of the sever- 
al States, the District of Columbia, 
Puerto Rico, any territory or posses- 
sion of the United States, or any 
agency or instrumentality of a State, 
but does not include the governments 
of the political subdivisions of the 
State. All grantees other than a State, 
as defined in this subsection, must 
return all interest earned on grant 
funds to the Federal Government. 

(c) Grant closeout—(1) Date of final 
accounting. A grantee shall provide to 
the Secretary, within 120 days from 
the termination of the grant, a full ac- 
counting of funds spent under the 
grant. 

(2) Final settlement. There shall be 
payable to the Federal Government as 
final settlement with respect to each 
approved project the total sum of: 

di) Any amount not accounted for 
pursuant to paragraph (a) of this sec- 
tion; 

dii) Any credits for earned interest 
pursuant to paragraph (b) of this sec- 
tion; 

iii) Any other amounts due pursu- 
ant to subparts F, M, and O of 45 CFR 
74. 

Such total sum shall constitute a 
debt owed by the grantee to the Fed- 
eral Government and shall be recov- 
ered from the grantee or its successors 
or assignees by setoff or other action 
as provided by law. 


§91.12 Publications and copyright. 


Unless otherwise provided under the 
terms and conditions of the award, the 
grantee may copyright without prior 
approval any publications, films, or 
similar materials resulting from a 
grant under these regulations. This 
authorization is subject to a royalty- 
free, nonexclusive, and irrevocable 
right in the Government to reproduce, 
translate, publish, use, disseminate, 
and dispose of the materials and to au- 
thorize others to do so. 


§91.13 Records and reports. 


The grantee shall maintain such 
progress and fiscal records and file 
with the Secretary such progress, 
fiscal, and other reports relating to 
the conduct and results of grant activi- 
ties as the Secretary may find neces- 
sary to carry out the purposes of this 
part. 


§91.14 Nondiscrimination. 


Recipients of grants under this part 
are advised that in addition to comply- 
ing with the terms and conditions of 
these regulations, the following laws 
and regulations are applicable: 

(a) Title VI of the Civil Rights Act 
of 1964 (42 U.S.C. 2000d et seq.) and 
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its implementing regulation, 45 CFR 
Part 86 (prohibiting discrimination in 
federally assisted programs on the 
ground of race, color, or national 
origin). 

(b) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation 
Act of 1973 (29 U.S.C. 794) and its im- 
plementing regulation, 45 CFR Part 84 
(prohibiting discrimination in federal- 
ly assisted programs on the basis of 
handicap). 


§91.15 Additional conditions. 


The Secretary may impose addition- 
al conditions when in his judgment 
they are necessary to advance the ap- 
proved program, the interest of the 
public health, or the conservation of 
grant funds. 


{FR Doc. 78-21914 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4110-35] - 


Health Care Financing Administration 
[42 CFR Part 448] 
MEDICAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAMS 


State Residence Requirements 


AGENCY: Health Care Financing Ad- 
ministration (HCFA), HEW. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This regulation would es- 
tablish new criteria for determining 
State residency of applicants and re- 
cipients under Medicaid programs 
(title XIX of the Social Security Act). 
Clearer rules are needed: to resolve sit- 
uations which have not been ade- 
quately and equitably resolved under 
the procedures currently used by the 
State Medicaid agencies. 


DATES: Closing date for receipt of 
comments: October 10, 1978. 


ADDRESSES: Address comments in 
writing to: Administrator, Health Care 
Financing Administration, Depart- 
ment of Health, Education, and Wel- 
fare, P.O. Box 2366, Washington, D.C. 
20013. Please refer to file code MMB- 
140-P. Agencies and organizations are 
requested to submit comments in du- 
plicate. Beginning two weeks from 
today, the public may review the com- 
ments on Monday through Friday of 
each week, from 8:30 a.m. to 5 p.m.:: 
Department of Health, Education, and 
Welfare, Health Care Financing Ad- 
ministration, Room 5231, 330 C Street 
SW., Washington, D.C., 202-245-0950. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 

Elizabeth Barnes, 202-245-0596. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The current regulation governing the 
determination of a Medicaid appli- 


cant’s and recipient’s State of resi- 
. dence (42 CFR 448.40) has not been 
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uniformly applied by the State Medic- 
aid agencies. Moreover, it does not 
adequately address the full range of 
situations which arise. Consequently, 
there have been instances, particularly 
involving persons who are institution- 
alized, in which Medicaid services have 
been denied because two or more 
States refused to recognize an individ- 
ual as a resident. The individual, in 
effect, ‘falls between the cracks” -and 
is unable to establish any State resi- 
dency. The proposed regulation is de- 
signed to insure, as far as practicable, 
that eligible persons are not denied 
Medicaid coverage because of disagree- 
ment among States and, in particular, 
because their placement in long-term 
care makes it difficult to determine 
their proper State of residence. 


WHO Is A STATE RESIDENT 


The current regulation defines a 
resident as ‘“‘* * * on who is living in 
the State voluntarily with the inten- 
tion of making his home there and not 
for a temporary purpose.” Some 
States have interpreted the reference 
to ‘‘making his home” to require that 
the person have the ability to under- 
take homemaking, which obviously 
rules out persons in nursing homes. 
Some States have also denied eligibil- 
ity to migrant farm workers and other 
people in the State for the purpose of 
employment, based on the “temporary 
purpose” provision of the current reg- 
ulation. The proposed regulation ad- 
dresses both of these problems, as ex- 
plained more fully below, by rephras- 
ing the general rule regarding the per- 
son’s intent to remain in the State and 
adding a specific provision regarding 
presence in the State for purposes of 
employment. 

The current regulations also states: 
“Residency may not depend upon the 
reason for which the ind{vidual en- 
tered the State, except insofar as it 
may bear upon whether he is there 
voluntarily or for a temporary pur- 
pose.” Some States have interpreted 
this exception to mean that presence 
in a nursing home is involuntarily and 
for a temporary purpose, thus denying 
medical care to otherwise eligible indi- 
viduals. We did not intend the current 
regulation to have this result and, 
therefore, propose deleting this sen- 
tence. 


1. GENERAL RULE FOR DETERMINING 
RESIDENCY 


The proposed regulation specifies 
that a person is a resident of a State if 
he is living there with the intention to 
remain permanently or for an indefi- 
nate period. This phrasing is more 
consistent with the long standing case 
law dealing with questions of resi- 
dency than the current regulation. 
(See “Stifel v. Hopkins,” 497 F. 2d 
1116 (1973) and “Hadnott v. Amos,” 
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320 F. Supp. 107 (1970).) It should re- 
solve most of the difficulties which 
have arisen under the current regula- 
tion concerning the residency of a 
person in a nursing home. It would be 
the governing rule for the vast major- 
ity of Medicaid applicants and recipi- 
ents. The State would have discretion 
in determining what verification, if 
any, will be used to substantiate a per- 
son’s indication of intent. 


2. PERSON LIVING IN THE STATE FOR 
PURPOSES OF EMPLOYMENT 


The proposed rule also specifies that 
a person is a resident of a State if he is 
living there for purposes of employ- 
ment. This is intended to deal with the 
specific problem that has arisen when 
highly mobile workers move from 
State to State and are denied Medicaid 
eligibility by each State to which they 
apply, on the grounds they are in a 
State only for a temporary purpose. 
The prime example is the migrant 
farm worker who is denied eligibility 
all along the migrant stream. 

Under the proposed rule, a person 
who would otherwise be eligible for 
Medicaid cannot be denied eligibility, 
as long as he is living in the State and 
is employed or seeking employment, 
on the grounds that the employment 
is short term and the person is likely 
to move to another State to seek em- 
ployment. The rationale for the pro- 
posed rule is that the State which is 
receiving the economic benefit of the 
person’s employment should take re- 
sponsibility for providing Medicaid 
services. 

The proposed regulation preserves 
the principle that a person can only be 
a resident of one State and can only be 
eligible for Medicaid in one State. We 
have redrafted the current regulation 
which specifies that a resident retains 
his Medicaid eligibility while he is 
temporarily absent from the State if 
he intends to return. (See 42 CFR 
448.40(b)(2)). The proposed regulation 
provides an exception to this rule 
when another State determines that 
the person has established residence 
in that other State. For example, if a 
migrant farm worker had established 
a permanent residence in one State he 
would retain that residence until a 
second State finds that he is a resident 
there based on the employment provi- 
sion of this proposed regulation. 


INDIVIDUALS UNDER AGE 21 


The current rule for determining a 
“child’s” State of residence would be 
replaced by new rules governing indi- 
viduals under age 21. 

For individuals under 21 whose Med- 
icaid eligibility is determined wholly 
or partly under the rules of the Aid to 
Families with Dependent Children 
(AFDC) program, the residency crite- 
ria of that program will apply. This in- 
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cludes AFDC cash recipients, AFDC- 
related individuals who are not receiv- 
ing cash, and needy individuals who 
meet the AFDC income test but are 
not dependent children as defined in 
section 406 of the Social Security Act. 
The AFDC residency criteria would 
also apply to individuals under 21 in 
those groups who are financially eligi- 
ble as medically needy. Use of the 
AFDC rules will allow States to use 
the regular AFDC eligibility process 
for these individuals and preclude any 
need for separate residency determina- 
tions. 

For individuals under 21 whose Med- 
icaid eligibility is based on blindness or 
disability, the proposed regulation 
would establish criteria based primar- 
ily on the concept of parental respon- 
sibility: . 

(a) The natural or adoptive parents’ 
State of residency shall be considered 
the individual’s State of residency. 

(b) If the parents reside in separate 
States, the State of residence of the 
parent who is applying for Medicaid 
eligibility on behalf of the individual 
shall be the individual’s State of resi- 
dency. 

(c) If the parents reside outside the 
United States, cannot be located or are 
deceased, or if a legal quardian is ap- 
pointed for the individual, the State in 
which the individual is physically 
present, not for a temporary purpose, 
shall be the State of residence. 

Criteria (a) and (b) are more equita- 
ble than basing residency on physical 
presence within a State. If residency 
of institutionalized children were 
based solely on physical presence, 
States with high-facilities would have 
a significant increase in program costs 
because of placements from other 
States. Also, other States may not be 
motivated to provide sufficient, high- 
quality care if the residency criteria 
shifted the costs for such care to the 
States with more attractive existing 
facilities. However, (c) is the only logi- 
cal approach to determine residency 
when the individual’s parents are de- 
ceased, living outside of: the United 
States or cannot be located. 


CRITERIA FOR DETERMINING RESiDENCE 
OF ADULTS INCAPABLE OF INDICATING 
INTENT 


New criteria are proposed for detri- 
mining residence of individuals who 
are age 21 or older but who are incapa- 
ble of indicating intent on residence. 
These criteria are necessary because 
the existing lack of rules on this point 
has caused controversy between States 
and coverage problems for inidviduals. 

In order to insure program consist- 
ency, criteria to determine whether an 
individual is capable of stating intent 
are similar to thost used under the 
- Supplemental Security Income (SSI) 
program for determining whether an 
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_individual can manage SSI cash bene- 


fits. An individual shall be considered 
incapable of stating intent if his I.Q. is 
49 or less or if he has a mental age of 7 
or less, or if he has been judged legally 
incompetent. In all other instances, 
such as when an individual is in a 
coma, medical documentation or other 
documentation acceptable to the State 
is required to establish the individual’s 
incapacity. 

The regulation would provide differ- 
ent rules for adults who became in- 
capable of indicating intent before 
reaching age 21 and those who became 
incapable at or after 21. Age 21 is 
being use for purposes of this regula- 
tion because, although State laws 
vary, most States confer adult status 
at age 21. 

The Department believes it is equita- 
ble to place responsibility primarily on 
the parents of persons who are now 
adults but who became incapable 
before 21. Thus, the criteria proposed 
for adults who became _ incapable 
before reaching 21 are the same as 
those specified for biind or disabled in- 
dividuals who are under 21 when the 
residency determination is made. 

Individuals who became incapable at 
or after age 21 are considered to have 
become emancipated at 21, and are 
thus no longer their parents’ responsi- 
bility. The proposed rule applicable to 
them is: 


“For any individual who became incapable 
of stating intent at or after age 21, the State 
of residence will be the State in which the 
individual most recently established resi- 
dence prior to becoming incapable of indi- 
cating intent.” 


For example, an 80-year-old woman 
who cannot state intent and has lived 
in Virginia for several years is placed 
by her husband in a Maryland skilled 
nursing home. In this situation, Vir- 
ginia remains her State of residence. 
While an individual who intentionally 
seeks long-term institutional care in a 
new State could become a resident of 
that State if he so chose, persons 
unable to state intent who are placed 
in out-of-State facilities by others 
(e.g., by the family or a guardian) 
cannot be assumed to have intention- 
ally changed their State of residence. 


PLACEMENTS BY STATES TO OUT-OF- 
StaTE INSTITUTIONS 


When a State arranges for an indi- 
vidual to be placed in an out-of-State 


facility, the need for this action gener- 


ally results from the first State’s lack 
of a sufficient number of appropriate 
facilities. Consequently, the regulation 
would piace responsibility for provid- 
ing Medicaid on the State making the 
placement, irrespective of the individ- 
ual’s expressed intent or ability to ex- 
press intent. 


PROHIBITED RESIDENCY CRITERIA 


The regulation proposes specific pro- 
hibitions on State residency criteria: 

(1) Durational residence require- 
ments. Individuals should not be pe- 
nalized because they have exercised 
their right to move freely within the 
country. Consequently, States may not 
deny Medicaid eligibility because the 
individual has not resided in the State 
for a specified period. This prohibition 
is based on the Supreme Court deci- 
sion in the case of “Shapiro v. Thomp- 
son” (April 29, 1969), which declared 
the durational residence requirements 
of several State assistance programs to 
be unconstitutional. 

(2) Institutions as places of resi- 
dence. Some States have denied Medic- 
aid to an institutionalized individual 
because he did not previously have an 
“ordinary,” or non-institutional, place 
of residence in the State. This leads to 
an unacceptable limitation on eligibil- 
ity. Therefore, the regulation would 
prohibit States from denying Medicaid 
to an individual solely because he did 
not establish a residence in the State 
before entering the institution. 

(3) Temporary absence from State, 
with intent to return. The proposed 
rule would retain the present rule 
that, once a person has established a 
residence, he retains that residence 
until he established a new one in a dif- 
ferent State. Thus, if a resident leaves 
his State of residence temporarily, but 
intends to return, he retains his resi- 
dence and may not be denied Medicaid 
eligibility. The State may deny or ter- 
minate a resident’s eligibility only if 
the person changes his residence to 
another State or if another State de- 
termines that person is a resident 
there for purposes of Medicaid eligibil- 
ity. 


INTERSTATE AGREEMENTS 


The regulation would allow States to 
enter into interstate agreements for 
resolving cases of disputed residency. 
The agreements need not be consist- 
ent with the residency criteria speci- 
fied in the proposed regulation, i.e., 
different rules and procedures may be 
adopted through interstate -agree- 
ments. However, the agreements must 
not establish residency criteria that 
are specifically prohibited in the regu- 
lation (e.g., durational residency re- 
quirements that result in denial by 
both States). Also, the agreements 
must include procedures for providing 
Medicaid coverage pending resolution 
of the dispute. 

Interstate agreements may be gener- 
al (dealing with all cases in dispute be- 
tween the States) or they may be de- 
veloped as necessary (on a case-by-case 
basis). 

Since it is virtually impossible for 
Federal regulations to anticipate or 
cover every residency problem that 
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may arise, we feel that allowing alter- 
nate approaches to handling disputed 
cases through interstate agreements 
will contribute to resolution of nearly 
all residency problems of Medicaid ap- 
plicants and recipients. 


CODIFICATION 


Current residency regulations were 
originally codified under 45 CFR 
248.40. Recodification changes, effec- 
tive October 1, 1977, established a new 
chapter IV in title 42 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations for the Health 
Care Financing Administration. Sub- 
chapter C of chapter IV contains med- 
icaid regulations. Therefore, the pro- 
posed amendments to the regulation 
are codified as 42 CFR 448.40 and 
448.41. 

Section 448.40 specifies circum- 
stances under which medical care and 
services must be provided to an eligi- 
ble individual who is temporarily 
absent from and in need of care out- 
side his State of residence. It contains 
no change from the existing regula- 
tion, but has merely been rewritten in 
simpler language. 

A new § 448.41 defines criteria for de- 
termining State of residency as ex- 
plained above. 


OPERATION COMMON SENSE 


In drafting this proposed rule, we 
have followed the objectives of Oper- 
ation Common Sense (see 42 FR 59555, 
November 18, 1977). To assist a user in 
understanding the proposed rule, we 
have also prepared an appendix, illus- 
trating how any individual situation 
would be resolved (in the absence of 
an interstate agreement) by answering 
a series of questions. 

42 CFR Part 448 is amended as fol- 
lows: 

1. Section 448.40 is revised to read as 
set forth below: 


$448.40 Payments for services furnished 
out-of-State. 


(a) Purpose. This section implements 
section 1902(a)(16) of the Social Secu- 
rity Act, which authorizes the Secre- 
tary to promulgate State plan require- 
ments for the furnishing of medical 
assistance to State residents who are 
absent from the State. 

(b) Payment for services. A State 
Medicaid plan must provide that the 
State will make Medicaid payments 
for medical services furnished to an 
eligible resident of the State while 
that resident is in another State, to 
the same extent those medical services 
are reimbursed under the State plan 
for residents in the State, when: 

(1) The services are needed because 
of a medical emergency; 

(2) The services are needed because 
the individual’s health would be en- 
dangered if he were required to travel 
to his State of residence or to post- 
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pone obtaining services. until 
return to his State of residence; 

(3) The State determines, on the 
basis of the attending physician’s 
medical advice, that the medical ser- 
vices (or necessary supplementary re- 
sources) are more readily available in 
the other State; or 

(4) It is the general practice for resi- 
dents of a particular locality to use 
medical resources in an adjacent 
State. 

(c) Cooperation among States. The 
State Medicaid plan must provide that 
the State will establish procedures to 
facilities the furnishing of medical ser- 
vices to individuals who are present in 
the State and are eligible for Medicaid 
under another State’s plan. 


2. A new § 448.41 is added to read as 
follows: 


his 


§ 448.41 Determinations 
dence. 


(a) Purpose. This section specifies 
rules for implementing section 1902(b) 
of the Social Security Act, which pro- 
hibits States from applying any resi- 
dence requirement that results in 
denial of medical assistance to any in- 
dividual residing in the State. 

(b) Condition for plan approval. A 
State Medicaid plan may not impose 
any residence requirement which ex- 
cludes any individual who is a resident 
of the State under the terms of this 
section. 

(c) Who is a State resident. Except as 
provided in an interstate agreement 
under paragraph (h) of this section, a 
resident of a State is any individual 
who: 

(1) Is living in the State with the in- 
tention to remain there permanently 
or for an indefinite period; 

(2) Is living in the State for purposes 
of employment; 

(3) Meets the conditions in para- 
graphs (d), (e), or (f) of this section. 

(d) Rules applicable to individuals 
under age 21. (1) The State of resi- 
dence of any individual under age 21, 
except those whose Medicaid eligibil- 
ity is based on blindness or disability, 
shall be determined in accordance 
with 45 CFR 233.40, the rules govern- 
ing residence under the Aid to Fami- 
lies with Dependent Children pro- 
gram. 

(2) The State of residence for any in- 
dividual under age 21 whose Medicaid 
eligibility is based on blindness or dis- 
ability shall be the parent’s State of 
residence, except: 

(i) If the parents reside in separate 
States, the State of residence of the 
parent who is applying for Medicaid 
eligibility on behalf of the individual 
shall be the individual’s State of resi- 
dence; or 

(ii) If the parents reside outside the 
United States, cannot be located or are 
deceased, or if a legal guardian is ap- 
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pointed for the individual, the State in 
which the individual is physically 
present, not for a temporary purpose, 
shall be the individual’s State of resi- 
dence. 

(e) Rules applicable to individuals 
over age 21 who are incapable of indi- 
cating intent. (1) An individual shall 
be considered incapable of indicating 
intent if: 

(i) His I.Q. is 49 or less or he has a 
mental age of 7 or less; 

(ii) He is judged legally incomplete; 
or 

(iii) Medical documentation, or other 
documentation acceptable to the 
State, supports a finding that he is in- 
capable of stating intent. 

(2) For an individual who became in- 
capable of indicating intent before age 
21, the State of residence shall be de- 
termined in accordance with para- 
graph (d)(2) of this section. 

(3) For an individual who became in- 
capable of indicating intent at or after 
age 21, the State of residence shall be 
the State in which the individual most 
recently established residence before 
becoming incapable of indicating 
intent. 

(f) Placement by States in an out-of-_ 
State institution. If a State arranges 
for an individual to be placed in an in- 
stitution located in another State, the 
State making the placement shall be 
the individual’s State of residence, ir- 
respective of the individual’s indicated 
intent or ability to indicate intent. 

(g) Specific prohibitions. (1) A State 
may not deny Medicaid eligibility be- 
cause an individual has not resided in 
the State for a specified period. 

(2) A State may not deny Medicaid 
eligibility to an individual in an insti- 
tution, who satisfies the residency 
rules set forth in this section, on the 
grounds that the individual did not es- 
tablish residence in the State before 
entering the institution. 

(3) A State may not deny or termi- 
nate a resident’s Medicaid eligibility 
because of that person’s temporary ab- 
sence from the State if the person in- 
tends to return when the purpose of 
the absence has been accomplished, 
unless another State has determined 
that the person is a resident there for 
purposes of Medicaid. 

(h) Interstate agreements. A State 
may have a written agreement with 
another State setting forth rules and 
procedures resolving cases of disputed 
residency. These agreements may es- 
tablish criteria other than those speci- 
fied in paragraphs (b) through (f) of 
this section: Provided, That those cri- 
teria are not prohibited under para- 
graph (g) of this section. The agree- 
ments must contain a procedure for 
providing Medicaid to _ individuals 
whose residence is in dispute pending 
resolution of the case. 
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(Sec. 1102, Social Security Act, 49 Stat. 647 
(42 U.S.C. 1302)) 
(Catalog of Federal domestic assistance pro- 
gram No. 13.714, medical assistance pro- 
gram.) 

Dated: March 17, 1978. 


WILLIAM D. FULLERTON, 
Acting Administrator, 
Health Care Financing 
Administration. 


Approved: July 24, 1978. 


HALE CHAMPION, 
Acting Secretary. 
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MEDICAID: STATE RESIDENCE REQUIREMENTS 


Unless interstate agreements specify other rules, these questions and answers determine 
State residence of Medicaid eligible persons: 


out-of-State 
institution? 


No 








State that made the placement 
(regardless of the person's 
intent or ability to state 
intent) 





the person 
under age 
21? 





No 





Is 
the person’ 
Medicaid 
eligibility based 
on blindness or 
disability? 


"* scapable" means- 
-1Q 49 or less, 
incapable -mental age 7 or less, 
of stating ~judged legally incompetent 
intent? or 
documentation supports 
No inding 











State residence determined 
per rules of the AFDC 
program (see 45 CFR 233.40) 





State where the person is: 

1) living and intendsto remain 
permanently or for an indef- 
inite period; or 

2) living for purposes of 
emp) oyment , 























State of parent(s) residence incapable 
or before age 21? 
If parents live in separate States, State 
of parent who applies on the person's 
behalf 





or 


If parents live outside U.S., cannot be 
located, are deceased, or a legal guardian 
is appointed, State where the person is State where the person most recently 
physically present not for a temporary established residence before beccming 
purpose, incapable of stating intent. 























PROHIBITED RESIDENCE CRITERIA: No State may deny Medicaid to an eligible person because that person- 


. 
- has not lived in the State for a specified period, 
= did not live in the State before entering an institution, or 
- is temporarily out of the State but plans to return, 


{FR Doc. 78-21715 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 
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[7035-01] 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 
[49 CFR Part 1124] 


{Ex. Parte No. 227 (Sub-1)] 


REGULATIONS GOVERNING THE ADEQUACY 
OF INTERCITY RAILROAD PASSENGER SERV- 
ICE 

Adequacy of intercity Rail Passenger Service 
for Handicapped Persons 


AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission. 


ACTION: Notice of public hearings. 


SUMMARY: The Commission will co- 
chair the relevant portions of the in- 
formal public hearings to be held in 
conjuction with the Department of 
Transportation (DOT). These hear- 
ings have been scheduled to permit 
oral testimony concerning the pro- 
posed regulations to insure handi- 
capped persons access to intercity pas- 
senger service and facilities. 


DATES: Parties wishing to speak at 
any of the hearings must file a request 
with the Commission and DOT on or 
before August 23, 1978. A short sum- 
mary of the oral presentation should 
be submitted with the request. Copies 
of the summaries presented with re- 
spect to the DOT sections will be ac- 
cepted, provided they also refer to the 
appropriate section of the Commis- 
sion’s proposed regulations. The hear- 
ings are scheduled for: (1) New York, 
NY—September 7, 1978 (and, if neces- 
sary, September 8); (2) Chicago, IL— 
September 11, 1978; Denver, CO—Sep- 
tember 13, 1978; San Francisco/Oak- 
land, CA—September 15, 1978; and 
Washington, DC—September 19, 1978 
(and if necessary, September 20). Writ- 
ten comments by parties who do not 
appear at these hearings will be also 
be accepted, provided they are re- 
ceived by the Commission by October 
20, 1978. 


ADDRESSES: An original and one 
copy of the oral presentation request, 
and an original and three copies of the 
written summaries or comments 
should be sent to the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, Office of Proceed- 
ings, Section of Finance, Washington, 
DC 20423. Location of hearings: (1) 
New York, NY—Police Headquarters, 
Police Plaza, Chamber Street and 
Center Street; (2) Chicago, IL—McCor- 
mick Inn (Room 7), 2300 South Lake 
Shore Drive; (3) Denver, CO—Execu- 
tive Tower Inn, Forum Room, 1405 
Curtis; (4) San Francisco/Oakland, 
CA—Claremont Hotel Empire Room, 
Ashby and Domingo Avenues; (5) 
Washington, DC—Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, 
North Building Auditorium, 330 Inde- 
pendence Avenue SW. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The Commission has drafted proposed 
reguiations to insure adequate services 
and facilities for handicapped persons 
traveling as intercity rail passengers. 
These regulations apply to all carriers 
providing such services. They were pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER on 
June 9, 1978, 43 FR 25152-25156. 
DOT’s corresponding proposed regula- 
tions were published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER on June 8, 1978, 43 FR 
25016-25066. The regulations are sub- 
stantially identical, and any differ- 
ences are identified. 

An informal oral hearing was sched- 
uled for July 26, 1978, in Washington, 
D.C., to augment the written com- 
ments. See 43 FR 28216-28217. To 
avoid duplication of effort, the Com- 
mission decided to hold its hearings in 
conjunction with DOT. 

Due to the public interest expressed, 
it was decided to expand the number 
of hearings to be held to include New 
York, Chicago, Denver, and San Fran- 
cisco/Oakland. See 49 FR 31364-31365. 

Each of the facilities to be used for 
the hearings is accessible to wheel- 
chairs and interpreters for the deaf 
will be present. Each hearing seesion 
will begin at 9 a.m. local time. The ses- 
sions will extend until 10 p.m. if neces- 
sary. There will be a one-hour recess 
for lunch, and a one-hour recess for 
dinner. Accessibler eating facilities 
exist in or near each building. 

The request to testify must include 
(1) the name of the individual testify- 
ing; (2) the organization, if any, repre- 
sented; (3) a telephone number wherein 
the individual can be reached during the 
day; (4) the hearing location the indi- 
vidual wishes to testify at; (5) a sum- 
mary of the testimony expected to be 
given; and (6) the length of time re- 
quired (if more than 10 minutes is re- 
quested, the applicant should justify 
the request). : 

Parties who have already submitted 
requests to testify will be considered 
for the hearing site closest to the 
return address on their request unless 
a new request is filed. If no summary 
of testimony was submitted with the 
original request, it must be submitted 
on or before August 23, 1978. 

In order to increase the opportunity 
to hear as many views as possible, the 
Commission reserves the right to limit 
the time for testimony by witnesses,. 
and to restrict repetitive testimony or 
witnesses. 

If the written comments and oral 
testimony raise issues which warrant 
further discussion, the Commission 
may schedule further hearings at.a 
later date. 


The written comments and summar- 
ies will be available for public inspec- 
tion at the offices of the Interstate 
Commerce Commissionn, 12th Street 


and Constitution Avenue NW., Wash- 
ington, D.C., during regular business 
hours. 

Decided: August 3, 1978. 


By the Commission, 
O’Neal. 


Chairman 


H. G. Homme, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-22270 Filed 8-7-78; 9:22 am] 
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[49 CFR Part 1033] 


ATLANTA & WEST POINT RAILROAD CO., 
CLINCHFIELD RAILROAD CO., GEORGIA 
RAILROAD, SEABOARD COAST LINE RAIL- 
ROAD CO., WESTERN RAILWAY OF ALA- 
BAMA AND LOUISVILLE & NASHVILLE RAIL- 
ROAD CO. 


Order Te Show Cause; Car Service Orders 


AGENCY: Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission. 

ACTION: Order to show cause why 
certain proposed car service orders 
should not be issued. 


SUMMARY: The above respondents — 
are ordered to show cause why the 
Commission should not enter the at- 
tached service orders requiring rail- 
roads, comprising a part of the system 
of railroads controlled by the Sea- 
board Coast Line Railroad Co. (SCL), 
to deliver 100 serviceable locomotives 
to the Louisville & Nashville Railroad 
Company (L&N) and the L&N to 
supply during each calendar week to 
each coal mine ordering cars for 
single-car shipments a minimum of 
forty percent (40%) of its daily mine 
rating multiplied by the number of 
working days in the week. 


DATES: Respondents or any other 
persons wishing to provide informa- 
tion and argument relating to the ne- 
cessity and appropriateness of enter- 
ing the proposed orders may file com- 
ments with the Commission on or 
before August 18, 1978. 


ADDRESS: Fifteen copies of such doc- 
uments shall be filed with the Com- 
mission and, in addition, copies filed 
by persons other than respondents 
shall be served contemporaneously 
upon respondents by first-class mail, 
postage prepaid. 


FOR FURTHER 
CONTACT: 


INFORMATION 


Joel E. Burns, 202-275-7849. 
Decided: August 3, 1978. 


It appears to the Commission that 
good cause may exist for entering the 
attached service orders requiring rail- 
roads, comprising a part of the system 
of railroads controlled by the Sea- 
board Coast Line Railroad Co. (SCL), 
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to deliver 100 serviceable locomotives 
to the Louisville & Nashville Railroad 
Co. (L&N) and the L&N to supply 
during each calendar week to each 
coal mine ordering cars for single-car 
shipments a minimum of forty percent 
(40%) of its daily mine rating multi- 
plied by the number of working days 
in the week. 

Accordingly, the above-named par- 
ties to whom this order is addressed 
are ordered to show cause why the at- 
tached service orders should not be en- 
tered by filing with the Secretary of 
the Commission on or before August 
18, 1978, 15 copies of a document set- 
ting forth all facts within their knowl- 
edge and legal arguments which might 
tend to show that entry of the con- 
templated orders is unnecessary or 
would be inappropriate. More specifi- 
cally, the Commission is interested in 
obtaining specific information with 
regard to the following areas of inqui- 


ry. 

1. The effect which requiring rail- 
roads other than the L&N in the SCL 
system to supply the specified number 
of locomotives to L&N will have upon 
those railroads’ ability to provide ade- 
quate service to their shippers. 

2. The effect which obtaining use of 
additional locomotives will have upon 


improving Lé&N’s ability to provide 
more adequate service to coal mines on 
its lines. 

3. The effect which requiring L&:N 
to supply cars equal to 40% of daily 
mine rating to single-car coal shippers 
will have upon L&N’s ability to ade- 
quately serve its other shippers. 

4. Any other information which re- 
spondents believe would be helpful to 
the Commission in determining the 
necessity and appropriateness of en- 
tering the proposed orders. In this 
connection, respondent L & N is spe- 
cifically requested to supply to the 
Commission the following: 


a. A listing of all coal mines on the L - 


& N system including the rating as- 
signed to each mine. 

b. A listing showing the scheduled 
frequency of service to each mine and 
an explanation detailing actual service 
to each mine. The explanation shall 
distinguish between mines tendering 
unit train shipments and less than 
unit train shipments. 

c. A full explanation, including ap- 
propriate documentation, describing 
the percentage of cars furnished unit 
train shippers of coal against the 
number of cars ordered since January 
1, 1978. 


d. A full explanation, including ap- 
propriate documentation, describing 
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the percentage of cars furnished single 
car shippers of coal against the number 
of car orders since January 1, 1978. 

A copy of this order shall be served 
upon the Washington agent for each 
of the named railroad respondents. 
Notice shall be given to the general 
public by depositing a copy in the 
Office of the Secretary of the Com- 
mission at Washington, D.C., and by 
publication in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 

Any interested person may file com- 
ments or provide information and ar- 
gument relating to the necessity and 
appropriateness of entering the pro- 
posed orders within the time allowed 
for respondents to show cause (August 
18, 1978) by filing 15 copies with the 
Secretary of the Commission. Copies 
of any materials so filed shall also be 
served contemporaneously upon re- 
spondents by first-class mail, postage 
prepaid. 

Oral argument is not presently com- 
templated by the Commission. Howev- 
er, if the commission subsequently de- 
termines that an oral argument would 
be helpful, notice of the time and 
place for such argument will be pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER. 


By the Commission. 
H.G. HommegE, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 
{Service Order No. ——] 
REGULATIONS FOR THE USE OF LOCOMOTIVES 


ATLANTA -AND WEST POINT RAILROAD CO., 
CLINCHFIELD RAILROAD CO., GEORGIA RAIL- 
ROAD, SEABOARD COAST LINE RAILROAD CO., 
AND WESTERN RAILWAY OF ALABAMA TO DE- 
LIVER LOCOMOTIVES TO LOUISVILLE AND 
NASHVILLE RAILROAD CO. 


An acute shortage of locomotives for 
transporting shipments of coal exists on the 
Louisville and Nashville Railroad Co. (LN). 
This company is a part of a system of rail- 
roads controlled by the Seaboard Coast Line 
Railroad Co. (SCL), which comprise the 
lines of the Atlanta and West Point Rail- 
road Co., Clinchfield Railroad Co., Georgia 
Railroad, LN, SCL and Western Railway of 
Alabama. The LN has leased locomotives 
from unaffiliated railroads but has been un- 
successful in obtaining sufficient locomo- 
tives to move cars promptly over its lines. 
The effects of these shortages are highly 
concentrated in the movement of coal from 
mines served by the LN and have contribut- 
ed to the critical car shortages at coal mines 
served by the LN. These car shortages have 
resulted in great economic loss and reduced 
employment in those coal mines. 

It is the opinion of the Commission that 
present regulations and practices with re- 
spect to the use, supply, control, movement, 
distribution, exchange, interchange, and 
return of locomotives are ineffective and 
that an emergency exists requiring immedi- 
ate action to promote car service in the in- 
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terest of the public and the commerce of 
the people. Accordingly, the Commission 
finds that notice and public procedure are 
impractical and contrary to the public inter- ~ 
est, and that good cause exists for making 
this order effective on less than thirty (30) 
days’ notice. 
It is ordered, 


$ 1033.... Atlanta and West Point Railroad 
Company, Clinchfield Railroad Company, 
Georgia Railroad, Seaboard Coast Line Rail- 
road Company and Western Railway of Ala- 
bama to Deliver Locomotives to Louisville 
and Nashville Railroad Company. 


(a) The Atlanta and West Point Railroad 
Company (AWP), Clinchfield Railroad Com- 
pany (CRR), Georgia Railroad (Ga), Sea- 
board Coast Line Railroad Company (SCL) 
and Western Railway of Alabama (WA) 
shall collectively deliver to the Louisville 
and Nashville Railroad Company (LN) a 
total of one hundred (100) serviceable loco- 
motive units suitable for road freight move- 
ments. This delivery shall be accomplished 
within 21 days after the effective date of 
this order. 

Locomotives delivered under this order 
shall be under the control of the LN and 
shall be used in the normal course of trans- 
porting traffic thereon. 

AWP, CRR, Ga, SCL, and WA locomotives 
in use on and under the control of the LN 
on the effective date of this order may be 
deducted from the one hundred (100) loco- 
motives SCL is required to deliver under 
this order, and contractural agreements for 
the use of locomotives delivered prior to the 
effective date of this order shall not be af- 
fected by this order. AWP, CRR, Ga, SCL, 
and WA locomotives on the LN in “run- 
through” services in which these railroads 
and the LN have each agreed to permit the 
other’s locomotives run through an inter- 
change connection to a destination terminal 
subject to an equalization agreement may 
not be considered as locomotives furnished 
to the LN under this order. 

(b) The LN shall not return to railroads 
other than the AWP, CRR, Ga, SCL, and 
WA locomotives which it has leased unless 
such locomotives are recalled by the owner 
or unless such locomotives become unserv- 
iceable. 

(c) Locomotives furnished to the LN by 
any railroad subject to this order which 
become unserviceable and which cannot be 
restored to service by the LN within seven 
(7) days shall be replaced by the owner with 
a serviceable locomotive unit. 

(d) SCL responsible. Inasmuch as the 
AWP, CRR, Ga, LN, SCL, and WA comprise 
a single system of railroads controlled by 
the SCL, after the quota of locomotives to 
be furnished by the AWP, CRR, Ga, and 
WA has been determined, the SCL shall 
furnish sufficient of its own locomotives to 
enable the entire group of carriers to deliver 
the required one hundred (100) locomotives 
to the LN. 

(e) Compensation to be paid. The rates of 
compensation to be paid by the LN for the 
use of locomotives furnished by the AWP, 
CRR, Ga, SCL, and WA shall be those vo- 
luntarily agreed upon among the carriers, 
or, in the event they are unable to agree, 
those determined by the Commission at the 
request of any of the carriers named in this 
order. 

(f) Locomotive defined. The term locomo- 
tive units, as used in this order, means diesel 
electric locomotive power units, of 1500 
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horsepower or more each, capable of being 
used in road freight train service. 

Effective date. This order shall become ef- 

- fective at 11:59 p.m., 

Expiration date. This order shall expire at 
11:59 p.m., ——, 1978, unless otherwise modi- 
fied, changed, or suspended by order of the 
Commission. 


(49 U.SXC. 1(10-17).) 


It is further ordered, That a copy of this 
order and direction shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads, Car 
Service Division, as agent of all railroads 
subscribing to the car service and car hire 
agreement under the terms of that agree- 
ment, and upon the American Short Line 
Railroad Association; and that notice of this 
order shall be given to the general public by 
depositing a copy in the Office of the Secre- 
tary of the Commission at Washington, 
D.C., and by filing a copy with the Director, 
Office of the Federal Register. 

By the Commission. 


H. G. Homme, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 


{Service Order No. ——] 


REGULATIONS FOR THE DISTRIBUTION OF 
Hopper Cars 


There is an acute shortage of hopper cars 
for shipments of coal originating at stations 
on the Louisville and Nashville Railroad 
Company. This acute shortage of hopper 
cars is depriving single car shippers of suffi- 
cient cars to allow them to maintain oper- 
ations, thus creating great economic loss 
and reduced employment. 


Present regulations and practices with re- 
spect to the use, supply, control, movement, 
distribution, exchange, interchange, and 
return of hopper cars are ineffective. It is 
the opinion of the Commission that an 
emergency exists, requiring immediate 
action to promote car service in the interest 
of the public and the commerce of the 
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people. Accordingly, the Commission finds 
that notice and public procedure are im- 
practical and contrary to the public interest, 
and that good cause exists for making this 
order effective upon less than thirty days’ 
notice. 

It is ordered, 


§ 1033... . Regulations for the distribution of 
hopper cars. 


(a) Cars Required To Be Furnished. 
During each calendar week the Louisville 
and Nashville Railroad Company (LN) shall 
supply to each mine ordering cars for single 
car shipments a minimum of forty percent 
(40%) of its daily mine rating multiplied by 
the number of working days in the week. 

(b) Reports required. The LN shall report 
in writing the following information no 
later than the twenty-fifth and tenth day of 
each month. Reports to be furnished on the 
twenty-fifth day of the month shall include 
all required data for the first fifteen days of 
the month. Reports to be furnished on the 
tenth day of each month shall include all 
required data for the period commencing on 
the 16th day of the immediately preceeding 
month and ending on the last day. Reports 
shall be submitted to Joel E. Burns, Direc- 
tor, Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, Washington, D.C. 20423: 

(1) The name of each operating mine 
making single car shipments. 

(2) The rating given each such mine. 

(3) The number of cars ordered by each 
such mine for each day of the period. 

(4) The number of cars furnished to each 
such mine for each day of the period. 

(5) The total number of cars ordered for 
the period. 

(6) The total number of cars furnished for 
the period. 

(7) The percent of cars furnished to cars 
ordered for the period. 

(8) The percent of cars furnished to the 
cumulative mine rating for the period. 

(c) Limitations on car supply. No mine 
shall be furnished more cars during any 


period than it has ordered for loading 
during such period. 

(d) Definitions: 1. Mine rating. The 
number of cars a mine can load in one day 
as determined by the mine rating rules of 
the LN. 

2. Single-car shipments. Any shipment of 
less than 4500 tons of coal tendered to the 
LN for transportation. 

(e) Exceptions. Exceptions or modifica- 
tions to this order may be issued to the LN 
by the Director or Assistant Director, 
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20423. Re- 
quests for modifications must be in writing, 
or confirmed in writing, and must clearly 
state the reasons for such modification and 
the effect upon shippers dependent upon 
the LN for their car supplies for transport- 
ing shipments of coal and other commod- 
ities shipped in open hopper cars. 

(f) The provisions of this order shall 
apply to intrastate, interstate or foreign 
commerce. 

(9) Effective date. The provisions of this 
wee hy become effective at 11:59 p.m., 

(h) Expiration date. The provisions of this 
order shall expire at 11:59 p.m., ——, 1978, 
unless otherwise modified, changed, or sus- 
pended by order of this Commission. 

(49 U.S.C. 1(10-17).) 

A copy of this order shall be served upon 
the Association of American Railroads, Car 
Service Division, as agent of all railroads 
subscribing to the car service and car hire 
agreement under the terms of that agree- 
ment, and upon the American Short Line 
Railroad Association. Notice of this order 
shall be given to the general public by de- 
positing a copy in the Office of the Secre- 
tary of the Commission at Washington, D.C. 
and by filing a copy with the Director, 
Office of the FepERAL REGISTER. 

By the Commission. 

H. G. Homme, Jr.. 
Acting Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-22269 Filed 8-7-78; 9:19 am) 
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[3410-16] 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Office of the Secretary 
PRIVACY ACT OF 1974 
Notice of Systems of Records 
AGENCY: Department of Agriculture. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed new 
system of records. 


SUMMARY: The Agricultural Stabili- 
zation and Conservation Service 
(ASCS) proposes to establish a new 
system of records, USDA/ASCS-33, 
Peanut allotment and quota file in ac- 
cordance with the Privacy Act of 1974. 
5 U.S.C. 552a(e) (4) and (11). The new 
system will be an automated data file 
containing information on all produc- 
ers participating in the ASCS peanut 
allotment and quota system. The in- 
formation will be obtained primarily 
from documents originating in county 
ASCS offices and from information 
submitted by peanut producers and 
peanut associations to the county 
ASCS office(s). 


DATES: Comments must be received 
by September 7, 1978. 


ADDRESS: Send comments to: Direc- 
tor, Research and Operations Division, 
Office of the General Counsel, U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20250. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: ‘ 


Wayne L. Wang, Acting Director, 
Management Services Division, 
ASCS/USDA, P.O. Box 2415, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20013. Phone 202-447- 
2717. 


PROPOSED EFFECTIVE DATE: 
This additional system of records will 
be adopted without further publica- 
tion as set forth below on September 
7, 1978, unless modified by a subse- 
quent notice to incorporate comments 
received from the public. 

Dated: August 3, 1978. 

Bos BERGLAND, 
Secretary. 
USDA/ASCS-33 

System name: 

Peanut Allotment and Quots File, 
USDA/ASCS. 
System location: 

Management Field Office, USDA/ 


ASCS, 8930 Ward Parkway, Kansas 
City, Mo. 64114. 


Categories of individuals covered by the 
system: 


All producers who participate in the 
peanut allotment and quota program 
as set forth by the Food and Agricul- 
ture Act of 1977. (Effective 1978 
through 1981 peanut crop year.) 


Categories of records in the system: 


This file contains data such as farm 
number, producer name, address, 
State and county in which peanut 
farming is conducted, acreage allot- 
ments, quotas and marketing data. 


Authority for maintenance of the system: 


7 U.S.C. 1358, 1359, 1373, 1377 and 
1441. 


Routine uses of records maintained in the 
system including categories of users 
and the purposes of such uses: 


Furnished to Cooperative Marketing 
Associations for price support and 
marketing data; and referral to the ap- 
propriate agency, whether Federal, 
State, local or foreign, charged with 
the responsibility of investigating or 
prosecuting a violation of law, or of 
enforcing or implcmenting the statute, 
rule, regulation or order issued pursu- 
ant thereto, of any record within this 
system when information available in- 
dicates a violation or potential viola- 
tion of law, whether civil, criminal or 
regulatory in nature, and whether 


‘ arising by general statute or by rule, 


regulation or order issued pursuant 
thereto; referral to a court, magistrate 
or administrative tribunal, or to oppos- 
ing counsel in a proceeding before any 
of the above, of any record within the 
system which constitutes evidence in 
that proceeding, or which is sought in 
the course of discovery. Disclosure 
may be made to a congressional office 
fromthe record of an individual in re- 
sponse to an inquiry from the congres- 
sional office made at the request of 
that individual. Disclosure may be 
made to Federal State Inspection 
Service, Cooperative Peanut Associ- 
ations and Peanut Board. 


Policies and practices for storing, retriev- 
ing, accessing, retaining, and disposing 
of records in the system. 

Storage: 


Magnetic tapes and disks at the 
Kansas City Computer Center, 8930 


Ward Parkway, 
64114. 
Retrievability: 


Records are indexed by State, 
county and farm number. 


Safeguards: 


Records maintained on magnetic 
tapes and disks are kept in a limited 
access secured Federal Government fa- 
cility. 


Retention and disposal: 


Maintained on a currently updated 
basis for the 1978-1981 crop years of 
peanuts. 


System manager and address: 


Deputy Administrator, Management, 
USDA/ASCS, Washington, D.C. 20250. 


Notification procedure: 


Any peanut producer may request 
information on this system of records 
or information as to whether or not 
the system contains records pertaining 
to the named producer from: Director, 
Management Field Office, USDA/ 
ASCS, 8930 Ward Parkway, Kansas 
City, Mo. 64114, telephone 816-926- 
6502. However, all data concerning the 
producer is available in the appropri- 
ate county ASCS office, as well as sim- 
ilar peanut allotment and quota infor- 
mation about other peanut producers 
in the county. Thus the county office 
would be the most help in servicing a 
Privacy Act request for personal data 
from the peanut producer. A request 
for information pertaining to an indi- 
vidual, as a minimum, must contain 
name, address and ASCS county 
office(s) where peanut farm records 
are maintained. 


Record access procedures: 

Same as notification procedure. 
Contesting record procedures: 

Same as notification procedure. 
Record source categories: 


Information in this system comes 
primarily from documents origination 
in county ASCS offices and from in- 
formation submitted by peanut pro- 
ducers and peanut associations to the 
county ASCS office(s). 

{FR Doc. 78-22190 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am) 
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Soil Conservation Service 


BRUSHY-PEACEABLE CREEK WATERSHED 
PROJECT, OKLAHOMA 


intent Not To Prepare an Environmental impact 
Statement 


Pursuant to section 102(2)(C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Council on Environmental 
Quality guidelines (40 CFR Part 1500), 
and the Soil Conservation Service 
guidelines (7 CFR Part 650), the Soil 
Conservation Service, U.S. Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, gives notice that 
an environmental impact statement is 
not being prepared for the remaining 
work in the Brushy-Peaceable Creek 
watershed project, Pittsburg County, 
Okla. 

The environmental assessment of 
this federally assisted action indicates 
that the project will not cause signifi- 
cant local, regional or national impacts 
on the environment. As a result of 
these findings, Mr. Roland R. Willis, 
State Conservationist, has determined 
that the preparation and review of an 
environmental impact statement is not 
needed for this project. 

The project concerns a plan for wa- 
tershed protection and flood preven- 
tion. The planned works of improve- 
ment include 35 single-purpose flood- 
water retarding structures and two 
multiple-purpose water storage struc- 
tures. 

The notice of intent not to prepare 
an environmental impact statement 
has been forwarded to the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency. The basic 
data developed during the environ- 
mental assessment is on file and may 
be reviewed by interested parties at 
the Soil Conservation Service, Agricul- 
tural Center Building, Farm Road and 
Brumley Street, Stillwater, Okla. 
74074, 405-624-4360. An environmental 
impact appraisal has been prepared 
and sent to various Federal, State, and 
local agencies and interested parties. A 
limited number of copies of the envi- 
ronmental impact appraisal is availa- 
ble to fill single copy request. 

No administrative action on imple- 
mentation of the proposal will be 
taken until September 7, 1978. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.904, Watershed Protection 
and Flood Prevention Program—Pub. L. 83- 
566, 16 U.S.C. 1001-1008.) 


Dated: July 28, 1978. 


JOSEPH W. HAAs, 
Assistant Administrator for 
Water Resources, Soil Conser- 
vation Service, U.S. Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 
UFR Doc. 78-21916 Filed 3-7-78; 8:45 am] 


NOTICES 
[3410-16] 


JACKSON COUNTY ROADSIDE CRITICAL AREA 
TREATMENT R.C. & D. MEASURE, OHIO 


intent Not To Prepare an Environmental impact 
- Statement 


Pursuant to section 102(2)(C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969; the Council on Environmental 
Quality guidelines (40 CFR Part 1500); 
and the Soil Conservation Service 
guidelines (7 CFR Part 650); the Soil 
Conservation Service, U.S. Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, gives notice that 
an environmental impact statement is 
not being prepared for the Jackson 
County roadside critical area treat- 
ment R.C. & D. measure, Jackson 
County, Ohio. 

The environmental assessment of 
this federally assisted action indicates 
that the project will not cause signifi- 
cant local, regional, or national im- 
pacts on the environment. As a result 
of these findings, Mr. Robert E. Quil- 
liam, State Conservationist, has deter- 
mined that the preparation and review 
of an environmental impact statement 
are not needed for this project. 

The measure concerns a plan for 
critical area treatment. The planned 
works of improvement will include 
seeding approximately 18 acres of 
county and township roadbanks. 

The notice of intent not to prepare 
an environmental impact statement 
has been forwarded to the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency. The basic 
data developed during the environ- 
mental assessment are on file and may 
be reviewed by contacting Mr. Robert 
E. Quilliam, State Conservationist, 
Soil Conservation Service, Federal 
Building, Room 522, 200 North High 
Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215, tele- 
phone 614-469-6962. An environmen- 
tal impact appraisal has been prepared 
and sent to varidus Federal, State, and 
local agencies and interested parties. A 
limited number of copies of the envi- 
ronmental impact appraisal are availa- 
ble to fill single copy requests at the 
above address. 

No administrative action on imple- 
mentation of the proposal will be 
taken until September 7, 1978. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.901, Resource Conservation 


and Development Program—Pub. L. 87-703, 
16 U.S.C. 590 a-f, q.) 


Dated: August 1, 1978. 


EDWARD E. THOMAS, 
Assistant Administrator for 
Land Resources Soil Conserva- 
tion Service. 
CFR Doc. 78-21921 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[3410-16] 


LAKE WASHINGTON CRITICAL AREA 
TREATMENT R.C. & D. MEASURE, MISSISSIPPI 


tntent Not To Prepare an Environmental Impact 
Statement 


Pursuant to section 102(2(C> of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969; the Council on Environmental 
Quality guidelines (40 CFR Part 1500); 
and the Soil Conservation Service 
guidelines (7 CFR Part 650); the Soil 
Conservation Service, U.S. Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, gives notice that 
an environmental impact statement is 
not being prepared for the Lake Wash- 
ington critical area treatment R.C. & 
D. measure, Washington County, Miss. 

The environmental assessment of 
this federally assisted action indicates 
that the project will not cause signifi- 
cant local, regional, or national im- 
pacts on the environment. As a result 
of these findings, Mr. Chester F. Bel- 
lard, State Conservationist, has deter- 
mined that the preparation and review 
of an environmental impact statement 
are not needed for this project. 

The measure concerns a plan for 
critical lake bank stabilization. The 


_planned works of improvement include 


the stabilization of approximately 
5,460 feet of eroding shoreline on the 
eastern and western banks of Lake 
Washington. 

The notice of intent not to prepare 
an environmental impact statement 
has been forwarded to the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency. The basic 
data developed during the environ- 
mental assessment are on file and may 
be reviewed by contacting Mr. Chester 
F. Bellard, State Conservationist, Soil 
Conservation Service, P.O. Box 610, 
210 South Lamar, Jackson, Miss. 
39205, telephone 601-969-4335. An en- 
vironmental impact appraisal has been 
prepared and sent to various Federal, 
State, and local agencies and interest- 
ed parties. A limited number of copies 
of the environmental impact appraisal 
are available to fill single copy re- 
quests at the above address. 

No administrative action on imple- 
mentation of the proposal will be 
taken until September 7, 1978. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.901, Resource Conservation 


and Development Program—Pub. L. 87-703, 
16 U.S.C. 590 a-f, q.) 


Dated: August 1, 1978. 
Epwarp E. THOMAS, 
Assistant Administrator for 
Land Resources, Soil Conser- 
vation Service. 
CFR Doc. 78-21919 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am) 
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[3410-16] 


LOWER MIDDLE FABIUS WATERSHED, 
MISSOURI 


Intent Te Prepare an Environmental impact 
Statement 


Pursuant to section 102(2)(C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969; the Council on Environmental 
Quality guidelines (40 CFR part 1500); 
and the Soil Conservation Service 
guidelines (7 CFR part 650); the Soil 
Conservation Service, U.S. Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, gives notice that 
an environmental impact statement is 
being prepared for the Lower Middle 
Fabius Watershed, Knox and Lewis 
Counties, Mo. 

The environmental assessment of 
this federally assisted action indicates 
that the project may cause significant 
local, regional, or national impacts on 
the environment. As.a result of these 
findings, Mr. Kenneth G. McManus, 
State Conservationist, has determined 
that the preparation and review of an 
environmental impact statement is 
needed for this project. 

The project concerns a plan for 
flood prevention and watershed pro- 
tection. The planned works of im- 
provement may include accelerated 
land treatment and selected environ- 
mental quality measures. 

A draft environmental impact state- 
ment will be prepared and circulated 
for review by agencies and the public. 
The SCS invites participation of agen- 
cies and individuals with expertise or 
interest in the preparation of the 
draft environmental impact statement. 
The draft environmental impact state- 
ment will be developed by Mr. Ken- 
neth G. McManus, State Conserva- 
tionist, Soil Conservation Service, 555 
Vandiver Drive, Columbia, Mo. 65201, 
314-442-2271, extension 3155. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.904, Watershed Protection 
and Fiood Prevention Program—Pub. L. 83- 
566, 16 U.S.C. 1001-1008.) 


Dated: July 28, 1978. 


JOSEPH W. Haas, 
Assistant Administrator for 
Water Resources, Soil Conser- 
vation Service, U.S. Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 


{FR Doc. 78-21917 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am} 


[3410-16] 


PYMATUNING STATE PARK CRITICAL AREA 
TREATMENT R.C. & D. MEASURE, PENNSYL- 
VANIA 


intent Not To Prepare an Environmental impact 
Statement 


Pursuant to section 102(2)(C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969; the Council on Environmental 


NOTICES 
Quality guidelines (40 CFR Part 1500); 


‘and the Soil Conservation Service 


guidelines (7 CFR Part 650); the Soil 
Conservation Service, U.S. Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, gives notice that 
an environmental impact statement is 
not being prepared for the Pymatun- 
ing State Park critical area treatment 
R.C. & D. measure, Crawford County, 
Pa. 

The environmental assessment of 
this federally assisted action indicates 
that the measure will not cause signifi- 
cant local, regional, or national im- 
pacts on the environment. As a result 
of these findings, Mr. Graham T. 
Munkittrick, State Conservationist, 
has determined. that the preparation 
and review of an _ environmental 
impact statement are not needed for 
this measure. 

The measure concerns a plan for 
critical area treatment. The planned 
works of improvement include riprap, 
blanket revetment, bulkheads, and 
vegetation. 

The notice of intent not to prepare 
aii environmental impact statement 
has been forwarded to the Environ- 
mental protection Agency. The basic 
data developed during the environ- 
mental assessment are on file and may 
be reviewed by contacting Mr. 
Graham T. Munkittrick, State Conser- 
vationist, Soil Conservation Service, 
Federal Building, 228 Walnut Street, 
Harrisburg, Pa. 17108, telephone 717- 
782-2297. An environmental impact 
appraisal has been prepared and sent 
to various Federal, State, and local 
agencies and interested parties. A lim- 
ited number of copies of the environ- 
mental impact appraisal are available 
to fill single copy requests at the 
above address. 

No administrative action on imple- 
mentation of the proposal will be 
taken until September 7, 1978. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.901, Resource Conservation 
and Development Program—Pub. L. 87-703, 
16 U.S.C. 590 a-f, q,) 


Dated: August 1, 1978. 


Epwarp E. THomas, 
Assistant Administrator for 
Land Resources, Soil Conser- 
vation Service. 


(FR Doc. 78-21928 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[3410-16] 


SENECAVILLE LAKE RECREATION R.C. & D. 
MEASURE, OHIO 


intent Not To Prepare an Environmental Impact 
Statement 


Pursuant to section 102(2)(C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, the Council on Environmental 
Quality guidelines (40 CFR Part 1500), 
and the Soil Conservation Service 


35087 


guidelines (7 CFR Part 650), the Soil 
Conservation Service, U.S. Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, gives notice that 
an environmental impact statement is 
not being prepared for the Senecaville 
Lake recreation R.C. & D. measure, 
Noble County, Ohio. 

The environmental assessment of 
this federally assisted action indicates 
that the project will not cause signifi- 
cant adverse local, regional, or nation- 
al impacts on the environment. As a 
result of these findings, Mr. Robert E. 
Quilliam, State Conservationist, has 
determined that the preparation and 
review of an environmental impact 
statement are not needed for this proj- 
ect. 

The measure concerns a plan for 
public water-based recreation. The 
planned works of improvement are to 
install 150 new campsites and upgrade 
150 existing campsites. A sewage treat- 
ment plant will be installed to serve 
the camping, picnicking, and beach 
areas. A new boat-launching facility 
will be constructed in the camping 
area and the entire construction area 
landscaped. 

The notice of intent not to prepare 
an environmental impact statement 
has been forwarded to the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency. The basic 
data developed during the environ- 
mental assessment are on file and may 
be reviewed by contacting Mr. Robert 
E. Quilliam, State Conservationist, 
Soil Conservation Service, Federal 
Buiiding, Room 522, 200 North High 
Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215, tele- 
phone 614-469-6962. An environmen- 
tal impact appraisal has been prepared 
and sent to various Federal, State, and 
local agencies and interested parties. A 
limited number of copies of the envi- 
ronmental impact appraisal is availa- 
ble to fill single copy requests at the 
above address. 

No administrative action on imple- 
mentation of the proposal will be 
taken until September 7, 1978. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.901, Resource Conservation 
and Development Program—Pub. L. 87-703, 
16 U.S.C. 590 a-f, q.) 


Dated: August 1, 1978. 


EDWARD E. THOMAS, 
Assistant Administrator (for 
Land Resources, Soil Conser- 
vation Service. 


[FR Doc. 78-21920 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[3410-16] 
UPPER MIDDLE FABIUS WATERSHED, MISSOURI 
intent To Prepare an Environmental impact 
Statement 


Pursuant to section 102(2C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969; the Council on Environmental 
Quality guidelines (40 CFR Part 1500); 
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and the Soil Conservation Service 
guidelines (7 CFR Part 650); the Soil 
Conservation Service, U.S. Depart- 
ment of Agriculture, gives notice that 
an environmental impact statement is 
being prepared for the Upper Middle 
Fabius watershed, Adair, Know, 
Schuyler, and Scotland Counties, Mo. 

The environmental assessment of 
this federally assisted action indicates 
that the project may cause significant. 
local, regional, or national impacts on 
the environment. As a result of these 
findings, Mr. Kenneth G. McManus, 
State Conservationist, has determined 
that the preparation and review of an 
environmental impact statement is 
needed for this project. 

The project concerns a plan for 
flood prevention and watershed pro- 
tection. The planned works of im- 
provement may include accelerated 
land treatment, environmental quality 
measures, and a system of flood pre- 
vention structures. 

A draft environmental impact state- 
ment will be prepared and circulated 
for review by agencies and the public. 
The SCS invites participation of agen- 
cies and individuals with expertise or 
interest in the preparation of the 
draft environmental impact statement. 
The draft environmental impact state- 
ment will be developed by Mr. Ken- 
neth G. McManus, State Conserva- 
tionist, Soil Conservation Service, 555 
Vandiver Drive, Columbia, Mo. 65201, 
314-442-2271, extension 3155. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 10.904, Watershed Protection 
and Flood Prevention Program—Pub. L. 83- 
566, 16 U.S.C. 1001-1008.) 


Dated: July 28, 1978. 


JOSEPH W. Haas, 
Assistant Administrator for 
Water Resources, Soil Conser- 
vation Service, U.S. Depart- 
ment of Agriculture. 


{FR Doc. 78-21918 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[6330-01] 
CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 


{Order 78-7-128; Dockets 31680, 31917, and 
33091) 


FLORIDA SERVICE CASE ET AL. 
Order instituting Proceeding 


Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics 
Board at its office in Washington, 
D.C., on the 25th day of July 1978. 

In the matter of Florida Service 
case, docket 33091; application of, 
Southern Airways for Atlanta-Florida 
and intra-Florida authority, docket 
31680; and application of Coastal Air- 
lines for New Orleans/Mobile-Florida 
and intra-Florida authority, docket 
31917. 


NOTICES 


Southern Airways has applied in 
docket 31680 for a new Atlanta-Pensa- 
cola-Tallahassee-Jacksonville-Gaines- 
ville-Tampa/St. Petersburg/Clearwa- 
ter-Orlando-Melbourne-West Palm 
Beach-Miami/Fort Lauderdale  seg- 
ment and moved that the Board set its 
application for hearing. Civic parties 
from Gainesville, Melbourne, Tampa, 
West Palm Beach, Pensacola, Fort 
Lauderdale, and Tallahassee support 
the motion.! Northwest Airlines op- 
poses inclusion of the Atlanta-Tampa/ 
Miami/Fort Lauderdale and Tampa- 
Miami/Fort Lauderdale markets in 
any hearing on Southern’s applica- 
tion,? and Delta Air Lines similarly op- 
poses inclusion of the Atlanta-Jack- 
sonville/Orlando/Tampa/Miami/Fort 
Lauderdale/West Palm Beach mar- 
kets. While Delta does not oppose a 
hearing on the Atlanta-Pensacola/ 
Gainesville/Melbourne markets and 
the intra-Florida markets in South- 
ern’s application, it argues that the 
Board should not hear the former 
until completion of the Florida-Atlan- 
ta case and should not accord the 
latter priority treatment. Eastern Air 
Lines opposés the entire motion for 
hearing. 

The basic arguments of the carriers 
opposing a hearing on all or part of 
Southern’s application are that the 
markets are well served and need no 
additional service and/or that the 
markets do not warrant priority treat- 
ment on the Board’s hearing calendar. 
Eastern also complains about the reve- 
nue diversion from it which would 
result from approval of Southern’s ap- 
plication. 

The Jacksonville parties * also filed a 
motion for hearing on Southern’s ap- 
plication, as well as a petition to inter- 
vene. Southern and Melbourne sup- 


1City of Gainesville and Gainesville Area 
Chamber of Commerce; city of Melbourne 
Airport Authority and Melbourne Area 
Chamber of Commerce; counties of Hillsbor- 
ough and Pinellas, Greater Tampa Chamber 
of Commerce, and city of Tampa; county of 
Palm Beach and West Palm Beach Chamber 
of Commerce; city of Pensacola and Pensa- 
cola Area Chamber of Commerce; Broward 
County; and city of Tallahassee and Talla- 
hassee Chamber of Commerce. 

The Tallahassee parties preferred inclu- 
sion of Southern’s application in the Flor- 
ida-Atlanta Competitive Nonstop Service 
case, docket 30679, and the Gainesville, Mel- 
bourne, Tampa, and West Palm Beach par- 
ties requested either a separate hearing or 
inclusion of the application in docket 30679. 
By Order 77-7-144, July 28, 1977, we decided 
not to expand the Florida-Atlanta case 
since, at that time, our hearing resources 
were more limited and we wanted to reserve 
them for applications promising the great-. 
est public benefits. 

?Northwest also opposed expansion of the 
Florida-Atlanta case to include Southern’s 
application in docket 31680. 

*City of Jacksonville, Jacksonville Port 
Authority and Jacksonville Area Chamber 
of Commerce. 


port Jacksonville’s motion, Eastern op- 
poses, and Delta takes the same posi- 
tion as it did in response to Southern’s 
motion. 

Coastal Airlines, a Florida corpora- 
tion, has filed an application in docket 
31917 for New Orleans-Mobile-Pensa- 
cola-Panama City-Tallahassee-Gaines- 
ville-Jacksonville authority. Later, in 
its pleading objecting to finalization of 
Order 78-4-67, which proposed to 
make National Airlines’ Tallahassee 
authority permissive and to give 
Southern unrestricted authority in 
the Tallahassee-Mobile/New Orleans 
markets, Coastal also moved that the 
Board set its application in docket 
31917 for hearing. 

Coastal argues that, because of the 
limited traffic in many of the markets 
it wants to serve, a comprehensive 
service pattern will depend on larger 
nonstop markets for support, and that 
if Southern is granted improved au- 
thority before Coastal, it may prevent 
Coastal from providing needed service. 

In answer, the Bay County Chamber 
of Commerce (the Chamber), located 
in Panama City, requests consolidated 
consideration of Coastal’s application, 
Southern’s application in docket 
31680, parts of Southern’s application 
in docket 32060, and National’s Talla- 
hassee and Panama City suspension 
and deletion applications, dockets 
31436, 31437, 32287, and 32288. The 
Chamber argues that the Board 
should not take a piecemeal approach 
to solving Florida’s air service prob- 
lems, particularly since service in some 
markets affects service in other mar- 
kets. 

We have decided to institute the 
Florida Service Case, docket 33091, in 
which new authority between and 
among all cities in Southern’s and 
Coastal’s applications will be in issue.‘ 
We will not, however, consolidate 
dockets 31436, 31437, 32287, 32288, and 
32060 with this proceeding, or defer 
action on those applications and relat- 
ed matters pending the outcome of 
this case. The focus of the case is new 
Florida authority. While we can un- 
derstand the desire of communities to 
avoid gaps in service, we believe that it 
would be an unnecessary burden on 
National to continue to provide service 
at Panama City and Tallahassee until 
the conclusion of this proceeding.® 


*Thus, the case will consider new authori- 
ty between and among Ft. Lauderdale, 
Gainesville, Jacksonville, Melbourne, 
Miami, Orlando, Panama City, Pensacola, 
Tallahassee, Tampa-St. Petersburg-Clearwa- 
ter, West Palm Beach, Atlanta, Mobile, and 
New Orleans. We recognize that this puts in 
issue more authority than Southern and 
coastal are seeking, as well as some authori- 
ty at issue in other cases, and will result in a 
very large proceeding; but, we wish to take a 
broad look at Florida’s service needs. 

SBy .Order 78-7-131, adopted July 25, 
1978, we proposed to make permissive its 

Footnotes continued on next page 
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Similarly, the new Tallahassee author- 
ity proposed for Southern in Order 78- 
4-67, which conforms to the route-re- 
alignment minor-market guidelines, 
and any new authority proposed in 
connection with Southern’s route-re- 
alignment application in docket 32060 
should be considered independently. 
By their very nature, route realign- 
ments do not result in significant new 
authority, but are designed to increase 
carrier flexibility. These benefits 
should not and need not be dependent 
on a formal proceeding. ® 

As we have made clear in recent de- 
cisions (see, e.g., Service to Oakland 
Case, Order 78-4-121), we believe that 
market forces are more likely to result 
in optimum service at optimum fares 
since the market selection process op- 
erates continuously and efficiently. 
We will therefore consider the possible 
grant of permissive authority to all fit, 
willing, and able applicants, and the 
extent to which such awards encour- 
age the efficiency, innovation, and 
competition deemed to be in the 
public interest by section 102 of the 
Act. In view of this, we are less in- 
clined than we were when we laid 
down the policy in our order institut- 
ing the Chicago-Albany/Syracuse- 
Boston Competitive Service Investiga- 
tion, Order 77-12-50, to give heavy 
weight in carrier selection to the offer 
or failure to offer low prices, since 
open competition will. insure these 
offers more effectively than restrictive 
carrier selections based on their prom- 
ises. 

We are therefore concerned about 
the delay and costs of the evidentiary 
burdens which traditional carrier-se- 
lection cases entail for the parties, the 
Board and the Board’s staff, and par- 
ticularly with the burden of introduc- 
ing and evaluating evidence that will 
be unnecessary if the case results in 
multiple permissive awards. We invite 
the parties and the administrative law 
judge to explore ways of reducing the 
quantity of required exhibit material, 
eliminating duplication and superflu- 
ous detail, standardizing methodology, 
and focusing on the significant facts 
and assumptions. Specifically, we are 


Footnotes continued from last page 
Panama City authority. By Order 78-17-90, 
we made final our proposal to make the 
same change in its Tallahassee authority. 
®We reject any Ashbacker argument that 
Coastal may be making. We see no need to 
protect authority in minor markets; as a 
result, Southern’s new authority granted by 
Order 78-7-90 and any additional authority 
to be granted in response to its realignment 
application will not preclude Coastal from 
obtaining the same authority. We also 
refuse to freeze market conditions so no one 
will get a headstart on Coastal. If Coastal’s 
service best meets the needs of the traveling 
public, it should be able to compete effec- 
tively whether it receives authority in the 
Tallahassee-Mobile/New Orleans markets at 
the same time as Southern, or later. 


NOTICES 


interested in. reducing or eliminating 
the tremendous amount of detail on 
schedules, traffic, profitability, and di- 
version typically required to adjudi- 
cate the issue of comparative carrier 
selection. The possibility of stipulating 
facts and eliminating comparative se- 
lection evidence should be carefully 
explored. In particular, carriers inter- 
ested in being selected for a market 
only if multiple, permissive authority 
is awarded generally should be ex- 
cused from submitting the full pano- 
ply of comparative selection evidence 
for that market.’? Further, although 
low fares naturally will continue to be 
relected in any revenue estimates sub- 
mitted, we are not interested in any 
detailed comparative examination of 
the price/quality options arrived at by 
the various applicants. Ultimately, of 
course, we leave the resolution of all 
of these matters to the administrative 
law judge.® 

Accordingly, it is ordered, That: 1. 
the Florida Service Case, docket 33091, 
be instituted and set for hearing at a 
time and place to be designated later; 

2. This proceeding shall consider 
whether the public convenience and 
necessity require new or improved au- 
thority between and among Fort Lau- 
derdale, Gainesville, Jacksonville, Mel- 
bourne, Miami, Orlando, Panama City, 
Pensacola, Tallahassee, Tampa-St. Pe- 
tersburg-Clearwater, West Palm 


7 Moreover, for those who wish to pursue a 
traditional carrier selection theory of the 
case, detailed cost accounting evidence, e.g., 
separate estimates for every segment or 
each type of fare, need not be required to 
justify the various price and quality propos- 
als. For the Board’s purposes, an analysis of 
profit of any applicant’s proposal shall be 
adequate if the expense estimates are calcu- 
lated in accordance with the methodology 
described for local service carrier route ap- 
plicants in the Board’s procedural regula- 
tions 14 CFR 302.1101 et seq, subpart K and 
PR-172, April 14, 1978. Applicants, includ- 
ing new entrants, whose data are not includ- 
ed in this costing system shall submit cost- 
ings based on their internal company data, 
in subpart K format to the extent feasible. 
While all applicants are of course free to in- 
clude estimates of expense computed using 
a different methodology, we do not believe 
that it is a fruitful use of the applicants’, 
the staff’s or the Board’s resources to re- 
quire an analysis of the cost of an appli- 
cant’s proposal by a second costing method. 

’We confess to some confusion about the 
import of our colleague’s dissenting and 
concurring statement. Our so-called “boiler- 
plate” language, and our invitation to the 
parties and the judge to consider the desir- 
ability of multiple permissive awards, clear- 
ly leave ultimate control over the evidence 
and subissues to the presiding judge— 
hardly the “drastic departure from estab- 
lished. practice and procedure’ Member 
O’Melia alleges. If the import of his state- 
ment is that in this and future cases the 
parties will be less likely to pursue their in- 
terests, or that the judge will be disinclined 
to offer us his independent judgment on the 
issues, we disagree. 
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Beach, Atlanta, Mobile, and New Or- 
leans; if so, which carrier or carriers 
should be authorized to provide such 
service; whether restrictions should be 
imposed on new or existing authority, 
and whether Coastal Airlines is fit, 
willing, and able to provide the service 
it proposes; 

3. The applications of Southern Air- 
ways in docket 31680 and Coastal Air- 
lines in docket 31917 be consolidated 
into the proceeding instituted by para- 
graph 1; 

4. To the extent granted above, the 
motions for hearing of Southern Air- 
ways and the Jacksonville Parties in 
docket 31680 and Coastal Airlines in 
docket 31917 be granted; otherwise 
they be denied; 

5. The petition to intervene of the 
Jacksonville Parties in docket 31680 be 
granted; 

6. The following be made parties to 
the proceeding instituted by para- 
graph 1: Southern Airways, Coastal 
Airlines, Delta Air Lines, Eastern Air 
Lines, Northwest Airlines, the Jack- 
sonvilie parties, the Bay County 
Chamber of Commerce, and the civic 
parties from Gainesville, Melbourne, 
Tampa, West Palm Beach, Pensacola, 
Broward County, and Tallahassee who 
filed answers to Southern’s motion in 
docket 31680. 

7. Applications, amended applica- 
tions, and motions to consolidate con- 
forming to the scope of the proceeding 
instituted by paragraph 1,° and peti- 
tions for reconsideration of this order 
shall be filed no later than August 22, 
1978, and answers shall be filed no 
later than September 1, 1978; and 

8. All applicants who have not done 
so shall file environmental evaluations 
conforming to the scope of their appli- 
cations or amended applications 
within 30 days of the date of service of 
this order. 

This order shall be published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


By the Civil Aeronautics Board.” 


PHYLLIS T. KAYLOR, 
Secretary. 


O’ME Ia, MEMBER, CONCURRING IN PART AND 
DISSENTING IN PART 


I concur in the Board’s decision to insti- 
tute the Florida Service Case, and its action 
on applications and motions related thereto. 
However, on further reflection I have come 
to the conclusion that I cannot agree to the 
language and novel direction that is being 
included in this order on the question of evi- 
dentiary burdens which traditional carrier- 
selection issues entail. I must dissent, there- 
fore, to the drastic departure from estab- 


®°We delegate to the presiding administra- 
tive law judge the authority to consolidate - 
by order any applications which conform to 
the scope of the proceeding. 

‘©All Members concurred except Member 
O’Melia who concurred in part and dissent- 
ed in part and filed the attached partial 
concurrence and dissent. 
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lished practice and procedure that the new 
Board provisions on exhibits and materials 
maps out for the future. The language I 
refer to, in particular the text appearing in 
Footnote 7 of the Board’s instant order, has 
been referred to in the Board’s discussions 
as the “boilerplate” language, because it is 
intended that these same views, and exhor- 
tations to the parties and the administrative 
law judge, are to be grafted on to other 
pending or future cases. I indicated during 
the Board’s public deliberations on this 
issue that I had reservations on the desir- 
ability of the “boilerplate” language. The 
comments I offer below with respect to the 
“boilerplate” language in this order, I would 
similarly apply to other cases in which the 
Board’s latest procedural streamlining 
would be imposed. 


First, I would re-affirm, although I recog- 2 


nize that this re-affirmation should not be 
necessary, that I wholeheartedly support 
the Board’s efforts to reduce regulatory 
burdens and to expedite our proceedings. 
Moreover, I would note that the de-empha- 
sis of the “buy a route” approach in Board 
route certification proceedings merely re-es- 
tablishes what has been the balance before. 
However, this de-emphasis neither dictates 
nor requires any change in our administra- 
tion of the Federal Aviation Act. To the 
extent that the new “boilerplate” language 
rectifies what I believe was an unwarranted 
weighting of one criteria to the detriment of 
others, I concur. Moreover, if it is made 
clear that, as the Bureau would have it, 
“the Board does not require detailed justifi- 
cation of price offers in arriving at decisions 
in route cases,” and hence is not concerned 
with whether these offers are realistic, or 
feasible, or based on costs, then simple 
route cases will indeed remain simple. 
Among other things, we will be able to avoid 
legal questions arising from the problem of 
assuring that the quid pro quo of a route 
award will be paid. 

Unfortunately, however, adopting the new 
“boilerplate” language essentially pre- 
judges a large number of economic issues— 
the resolution of which is necessary to de- 
termine the public convenience and necessi- 
ty. The rather strident tone and direction of 
the new language cannot help but chili the 
efforts of parties to make their best case 
and certainly must be read by any observer 
as being an attempt to limit the ability of 
the parties and the agency to explore rele- 
vant material and data. While I support 
streamlining of the procedures so as to 
reduce the burdens on all parties, I cannot 
support language which seeks to inhibit the 
parties, and ultimately the agency, from 
making important determinations in indi- 
vidual cases. 

Further, the probable non-participation of 
the Bureau of Pricing and Domestic Avi- 
ation in most of the Board’s route cases 
should not be enshrined by the use of lan- 
guage which encourages the Bureau’s un- 
willingness to put on witnesses to support 
its novel theories. The continued exhorta- 
tion in the “boilerplate” language about r¢- 
ducing the staff’s burdens has little validity 
in the absence of the Bureau’s participating 
in making a complete record. As I have ai- 
ready noted, the Bureau should not be given 
carte blanche to determine when it will par- 
ticipate in cases. But as long as the Board 
gives the Bureau that authority, it is less 
than desirable that the Board ex cathedra 
tell the remaining parties how to run their 
case. This should be left to the presiding of- 
ficer and the parties. 


NOTICES 

I recognize, of course, that the Board’s 
order, after making abundantly clear that 
traditional evidentiary materials relating to 
carrier-selection issues will be given dimin- 
ishing attention in the Board’s determina- 
tions, accepts that ultimately the resolution 
of these matters is left to the administrative 
law judge. I fee] strongly that we must care- 
fully review the implementation and conse- 
quences of the “boilerplate” language to 
ensure that it does not cripple the necessary 
prerogatives of the administrative law 
judges nor undermine the due process re- 
quirements of our administrative proceed- 
ings. 


RicHarp J. O'MELIA. 
{FR Doc. 78-22009 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[6320-01] 
(Docket 32126} 


TWIN CITIES-KANSAS CITY-OKLAHOMA- 
TEXAS ROUTE PROCEEDING 


Reassignment of Proceeding 


This proceeding has been reassigned 
from Administrative Law Judge Wil- 
liam H. Dapper to Administrative Law 
Judge Alexander N. Argerakis. Future 
communications should be addressed 
to Judge Argerakis. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., August 
3, 1978. 
NaHumM Litt, 
Chief Administrative Law Judge. 


(FR Doc. 78-22008 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[6335-01] 
CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION | 
NEBRASKA ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to 
the provisions of the rules and regula- 
tions of the U.S. Commission on Civil 
Rights, that a planning meeting of the 
Nebraska Advisory Committee (SAC) 
of the Commission will convene at 10 
am. and will end at 1:30 p.m. on 
August 28, 1978, Community Plaza for 
Human Resources Building, 4601 
North 36th Street, Second Level Board 
Meeting Room, Omaha, Nebr. 68111. 

Persons wishing to attend this open 
meeting should contact the committee 
chairperson, or the Central States Re- 
gional Office of the Commission, 911 
Walnut Street, Room 3103, Kansas 
City, Missouri 64106. 

The purpose of this meeting is to 
plan and discuss the upcoming consul- 
tation on health care problems in Ne- 
braska update the SAC on the private 
sector employment study and review 
the follow-up activity on the State 
Government affirmative action in mid- 
America report. 

This meeting will be conducted pur- 
suant to the provisions of the rules 
and regulations of the Commission. 


Panel (AP), 


Dated at Washington, D.C., August 
1, 1978. 
JOHN I. BINKLEY, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 
[FR Doc. 78-22096 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[6335-01] 


VERMONT ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to 
the provisions of the rules and regula- 
tions of the U.S. Commission on Civil 
Rights, that a planning meeting of the 
Vermont Advisory Committee (SAC) 
of the Commission will convene at 7:30 
p.m. and will end at 9 p.m. on August 
22, 1978, in the Brown Derby Motor 
Inn, Montpelier, Vt. 

Persons wishing to attend this open 
meeting should contact the committee 
chairperson, or the Northeastern Re- 
gional Office of the Commission, 26 
Federal Plaza, Room 1639, New York, 
N.Y. 10007. 

The purpose of this meeting is to 
discuss program planning. 

This meeting will be conducted pur- 
suant to the provisions of the rules 
and regulations of the Commission. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., August 
10, 1978. 


Joun I. BINKLEY, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 


[FR Doc. 78-22007 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[3510-22] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 


NORTH PACIFIC FISHERY MANAGEMENT 
COUNCIL 


Meeting 


AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries 
Service, NOAA. 


ACTION: Notice of public meeting. 


SUMMARY: Pursuant to _ section 
10(a)(2) of the Federal Advisory Com- 
mittee Act, 5 U.S.C., appendix I, notice 
is hereby given of a joint meeting of 
the North Pacific Fishery Manage- 
ment Council, established by section 
302, and its Scientific and Statistical 
Committee (SSC), and its Advisory 
established by section 
302(g), of ‘the Fishery Conservation 
and Management Act of 1976 (Pub. L. 
94-265), and separate meetings of the 
SSC and AP. 


DATES: The SSC and AP will meet 
separately on September 27, 1978. The 
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SSC will meet at 10 a.m. The AP will 
meet at 9:30 a.m. Both meetings will 
be held in individual meeting rooms. 
The Council and its SSC and AP will 
meet jointly on September 28-29, 1978; 
convening at 8:30 a.m., and adjourning 
at approximately 5 p.m. on both days. 
The meetings may be extended or 
shortened depending upon progress on 
the agenda. 


ADDRESS: On September 27, 1978, 
the AP will meet at the Centennial 
Building in the small meeting room. 
On September 28-29, 1978, the SSC 
and AP will meet jointly at the Cen- 
tennial Building in the large meeting 
room. The Centennial Building is lo- 
cated downtown Sitka, Alaska. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Mr. Jim H. Branson, Executive Di- 
rector, North Pacific Fishery Man- 
agement Council, P.O. Box 3136DT, 
Anchorage, Alaska 99510, telephone 
907-274-4563. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
All Council, SSC, and AP meetings will 
be open to the public. For information 
on seating arrangements, changes to 
the agenda, and/or written comments, 
contact the Executive Director. 


Proposed agenda: 
SEPTEMBER 28, 1978 


(1) Executive Director’s report and other 
Council administrative business; (2) reports 
from the Scientific and Statistical Commit- 
tee and Advisory Panel; (3) progress report 
and update from the Council’s drafting 
management planning teams; (4) period for 
public comment; (5) review of foreign fish- 
ing activities. 


SEPTEMBER 29, 1978 


(1) Discussions of management plans: 
High seas salmon fishery off the coast of 
Alaska east of 175° E. longitude; Bering Sea 
clam fishery; king crab; Bering.Sea ground- 
fish fishery; tanner crab off Alaska, 1978; 
Gulf of Alaska groundfish fishery during 
1978; Bering Sea shrimp fishery; halibut; (2) 
and other Council business. 


Dated: August 2, 1978. 


WINFRED H. MEIBOHM, 
Associate Director, 
National Marine Fisheries Service. 


(FR Doc. 78-21953 Filed 8-7-78; 3:45 am] 


[3510-17] 
Office of the Secretary 
ECONOMIC ADVISORY BOARD 


NOTICE OF MEETING 


Pursuant to the provisions of section 
10(a)(2) of the Federal Advisory Com- 
mittee Act, as amended, 5 U.S.C. App. 
(1976), notice is hereby given that the 
meeting of the Department of Com- 
merce Economic Advisory Board will 
be held on Tuesday, September 26, 


NOTICES 


1978, from 9:30 a.m. to 4 p.m. in Room 
4832, Main Commerce Building, 14th 
Street and Constitution Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C. : 

The Board was established by the 
Secretary of Commerce on January 13, 
1967. The purpose of the Board is to 
advise the Secretary of Commerce on 
economic policy issues. The intended 
agenda for this meeting is as follows: 

A review of the economic outlook by 
major sector. 

A discussion of the outlook for 
prices and employment and of strate- 
gies for sustaining economic growth 
and dealing with inflation. 

A limited number of seats will be 
available to the public on a first come, 
first served basis. Public participation 
will be limited to requests for clarifica- 
tion of items under discussion. Addi- 
tional statements or inquiries may be 
submitted to the Chair before or after 
the meeting. 

Copies of the minutes will be availa- 
ble on request 30 days after the meet- 


Additional information concerning 
this meeting may be obtained by con- 
tacting Ms. Virginia Marketti, Office 
of the Chief Economist for the De- 
partment of Commerce, Room 4848, 
Department of Commerce, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20230, 202-377-3523. 


Dated: August 1, 1978. 
COURTENAY M. SLATER, 


Chief Economist 
for the Department of Commerce. 


{FR Doc. 78-21941 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[3710-08] 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
Department of the Army 
SHORELINE sib say ADVISORY PANEL 
Rechartered 


In accordande with the provisions of 
Pub. L. 92-463, Federal Advisory Com- 
mittee Act, notice is hereby given that 
the Shoreline Erosion Advisory Panel 
which was established by Pub. L. 93- 
251 is being rechartered. 

The nature and purpose of the Shor- 
eline Erosion Advisory Panel is to pro- 
vide advice to the Chief of Engineers 
on the general conduct of the shore- 
line erosion control demonstration 
program established by section 54, 
Pub. L. 93-251; to recommend criteria 
for the selection and development of 
demonstration sites; to recommend al- 
ternative institutional, legal, and fi- 
nancial arrangements necessary to 
effect agreements with non-Federal 


-sponsors of erosion control demonstra- 


tion project sites; to make periodic re- 
views of the program’s progress; to 
recommend means by which the 
knowledge obtained from the program 
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may be readily available to the public; 
and to perform such functions as the 
Chief of Engineers may designate. 

The criteria provided under section 
54(d) of Pub. L. 93-251 for constituting 
the Panel will be continued in main- 
taining its balanced membership. The 
Panel is required by law to meet at 
least once every 6 months. The panel 
operates in accordance with the provi- 
sions of the Federal Advisory Commit- 
tee Act, Pub. L. 92-463, E.O. 12024 and 
implementing directives. 


Dated: August 3, 1978. 


MAURICE W. ROCHE, 
Directorate for Correspondence 
and Directives, Washington 
Headquarters Services. 


{FR Doc. 78-22012 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[3810-70] 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
Office of the Secretary 


DEFENSE SCIENCE BOARD TASK FORCE ON 
1CBM’s/MX 


Advisory Committee Meeting 


The Defense Science Board Task 
Force on ICBM’s/MX will meet in 
closed session at Lawrence Livermore 
Laboratory, Livermore, Calif., on 
August 30-31, 1978. 

The mission of the Defense Science 
Board is to advise the Secretary of De- 
fense and the Under Secretary of De- 
fense for Research and Engineering on 
overall research and_e engineering 
policy and to provide long-range guid- 
ance to the Department of Defense in 
these areas. 

The task force will evaluate alterna- 
tive basing modes for U.S. land-based 
ICBM’s. Concepts will be examined 
against survivability, cost, and SALT 
verification considerations. 

In accordance with section 10(d) of 
appendix I, title 5, United States Code, 
it has been determined that this task 
force meeting concerns matters listed 
in section 552b(c) of title 5 of the 
United States Code, specifically sub- 
paragraph (1) thereof, and that ac- 
cordingly this meeting will be closed to 
the public. 


Dated: August 3, 1978. 


MAvRICE W. ROCHE, 
Director, Correspondence and 

Directives, DOD/WHS. 

(FR Doc. 78-21954 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 
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[6740-02] 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
[Project No. 82) 
ALABAMA POWER CO. 
AaeReeton tee Rapes St ierentan Sane 


Avcust 1, 1978. 


Take notice that an application was 
filed on November 24, 1976, and sup- 
plemented on September 30, 1977, 
under the Federal Power Act, 16 
U.S.C. §791a-825r, by the Alabama 
Power Co., (Licensee) (Correspondence 
to Mr. F. L. Clayton, Jr., senior vice 
president, Alabama Power Co., P.O. 
Box 2641, Birmingham, Ala. 35291), 
for approval of a comprehensive recre- 
ation master plan at the Mitchell Proj- 
ect No. 82. The project is located on 
the Coosa River in Chilton and Coosa 
Counties, Ala. 

The Licensee seeks approval of its 
Recreation Master Plan filed pursuant 
to Article 46 of the license issued for 
Project No. 82 on November 26, 1975. 
The purpose of the recreation plan is 
to develop a management program for 
the protection of the Mitchell reser- 
voir and its shoreline. 

The Master Plan delineates existing 
developed shoreline areas (approxi- 
mately 30 percent of the shoreline) 
and proposes future land use classifi- 
cations on undeveloped lands around 
the Mitchell Reservoir. These land use 
classifications are (1) general public 
recreation areas, (2) residential subdi- 
visions, and (3) natural areas. 

Under the plan, certain areas leased 
to the State as a game preserve are 
designated as existing residential or as 
proposed residential areas. The re- 
maining leased game preserve areas 
are designated as either public recrea- 
tion or natural areas. 

The Licensee also proposes that 
those areas which have been, or would 
be, developed into cottage or residen- 
tial subdivisions be removed from the 
project boundary. The shoreline of the 
Mitchell Project is about 147 miles 
long. Approximately 30 percent of the 
totul shoreline is developed of this 
time. The Licensee owns about 44 per- 
cent, or 65.2 miles, of the total shore- 
line, and 23.2 miles of this land are de- 
veloped. The remaining 81.8 miles, or 
56 percent, of the total shoreline not 
owned by the Licensee also have been 
considered in the Master Plan. Howev- 
er, the Licensee does not plan to enter 
into agreements with the owners of 
the undeveloped shoreline to make the 
proposed classifications effective on 
those lands. 

Generally, those areas near the 
center of the Mitchell Reservoir have 
been classified residential while areas 
near the upper ends of the reservoir 


are classified as natural and public rec- 
reation areas. 

Under Article 41 of the license the 
Commission reserves the right to re- 
quire the Licensee to include within 
the project such lands as may be nec- 
essary to make effective the purposes 
of the license. The Licensee does not 
propose to include any additional 
shoreline property within the project 
boundary. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
this application should on or before 
September 15, 1978, file with the Fed- 
eral Energy Regulatory Commission, 
825 North Capitol Street NE., Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20426, a petition to inter- 
vene or a protest in accordance with 
the requirements of the Commission’s 
Rules of Practice and Procedure, 18 
C.F.R. §1.8 or § 1.10 (1977). The Com- 
mission will consider all protests filed 
with it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken, but protests will 
not serve to make the protestants par- 
ties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party in any hear- 
ing in this proceeding must file a peti- 
tion to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s Rules. 

The application is orm fiie with the 
Commission and is available for public 
inspection. 

KENNETH F. PLUMB, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 78-22079 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[6740-02] 
(Docket Nos. RP72-150, (Rate Design), et 
al.] 


EL PASO NATURAL GAS co. 
Filing Report of Refund Acknowledgment 


Auvcust 1, 1978. 

On July 21, 1978, El Paso Natural 
Gas Co. (El Paso) filed with the Com- 
mission a report that it had received 
acknowledgment of receipt of refunds 
from all its jurisdictional customers in 
this docket. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said filing should file com- 
ments withthe Federal Energy Regu- 
latory Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street NE., Washington. D.C. 20426, 
on or before August 21, 1978. Com- 
ments will be considered by the Com- 
mission in determining the appropri- 
ate action to be taken, but will not 
serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on 
file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 

KENNETH F.. PLUMB, 
Secretary. 


{FR Doc. 78-22080 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[6740-02] 


{Docket No. RP76-59] 
EL PASO NATURAL GAS CO. 


Filing Report of Refund Acknowledgement 
Auvcust 1, 1978. 

On July 21, 1978, El Paso Natural 
Gas Co. (El Paso) filed with the Com- 
mission a report that it had received 
acknowledgment of receipt of refunds 
from all its jurisdictional customers in 
this docket. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said filing should file com- 
ments with the Federal Energy Regu- 
latory Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, 
on or before August 21, 1978. Com- 
ments will be considered by the Com- 
mission in determining the appropri- 
ate action to be taken, but will not 
serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on 
file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 

KENNETH F.. PLUMB, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-22081 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am) 


[6740-02] 
EL PASO NATURAL GAS . 
(Docket No. RP77-18] 


Filing Report of Refund Acknowledgment 
Auvcust 1, 1978. 

On July 21, 1978, El Paso Natural 
Gas Co. (El Paso) filed with the Com- 
mission a report that it had received 
acknowledgment or receipt of refunds 
from all its jurisdictional customers in 
this docket. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said filing should file com- 
ments with the Federal Energy Regu- 
latory Commission, 825 North Capitol 
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, 
on or before August 21, 1978. Com- 
ments will be considered by the Com- 
mission in determining the appropri- 
ate action to be taken, but will not 
serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on 
file with the Commission and are 
available for public inspection. 

KENNETH F.. PLUMB, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-22082 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am) 
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[6740-02] 
FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT CO. 


{Docket No. ER78-508] 
Notice of Filing 


Auvcust 1, 1978. 


Take notice that Florida Power & 
Light Co. (FPL), on July 25, 1978, ten- 
dered for filing as an “Agreement To 
Provide Specified Transmission Serv- 
ice Between Florida Power & Light 
Co. and Tampa Electric Co.” FPL 
states that under the Agreement, FPL 
will transmit power and energy for the 
Tampa Electric Co. (TECO) as is re- 
quired by TECO in the implementa- 
tion of its interchange agreements 
with the Orlando Utilities Commis- 
sion, the Lake Worth Utilities Author- 
ity, and the city of Homestead. A cer- 
tificate of concurrence by TECO was 
filed with the Agreement. 

FP&zL requests an effective date for 
this Agreement of no later than 30 
days after the date of filing. According 
to FPL copies of this filing were served 
on the senior vice president of TECO. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said filing should file a peti- 
tion to intervene or protest with the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commis- 
sion, 825 North Capitol Street NE., 
Washington, D.C. 20426, in accordance 
with sections 1.8 and 1.10 of the Com- 
mission’s Rules of Practice and Proce- 
dure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such peti- 
tions or protests should be filed on or 


before August 11, 1978. Protests will: 


be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to 
be taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. 
Copies of this filing are on file with 
the Commission and are available for 
public inspections. 


KENNETH F’. PLUMB. 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-22083 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[6740-02] 
MARY C. HEATHER 


{Project No. 2801] 
Application for Minor License 


Avcust 1, 1978. 

Public notice is hereby given that an 
application for minor license was filed 
on July 6, 1977, and revised on June 
12, 1978, under the Federal Power Act, 
16 U.S.C. §§ 791a-825r, by Mrs. Mary 
C. Heather (Applicant) (Correspon- 
dence to: Mrs. Mary C. Heather, Hou- 
satonic Energy Conservation Associ- 
ation, Stockbridge, Mass. 01260) for 
the Glendale Project No. 2801. The 
project is located on the Housatonic 


NOTICES 


River in the town of Stockbridge, 
Berkshire County, Mass. 

The project consists of: (1) A rein- 
forced concrete dam 30 feet high and 
180 feet long; (2) a reservoir with a 
surface area of 40 acres at a normal 
water surface elevation of 850 feet msl; 
(3) a 1,500-foot long, 40-foot wide un- 
lined canal with a mean water depth 
of 5 feet; (4) an intake structure lead- 
ing to; (5) a 250-foot long, 12-foot di- 


ameter steel penstock; (6) a power- - 


house with a concrete foundation and 
quarry rock walls containing; (7) a wa- 
terwheel connected to a single belt- 
driven 360 kW generator; and (8) ap- 
purtenant facilities. The project would 
be run-of-river operation. The project 
is to be restored to operating condition 
as it existed in the early 20th century 
and would use generating equipment 
patented in 1909. The restoration 
would include clearing of vegetation, 
repair of headgate machinery, recon- 
struction of a gatehouse destroyed by 
fire, and repairs to the powerhouse 
structure and machinery. 

The Applicant proposes to sell 90 
percent of the power to the Massachu- 
setts Electric Co. and the remaining 10 
percent would be used for powerplant 
lighting and other station uses. 

On October 1, 1977, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Department of 
Energy Organization Act (DOE Act), 
Public Law 95-91, 91 Stat. 565 (August 
4, 1977), and Executuve Order No. 
12009, 43 Fed. Reg. 46267 (September 
15, 1977), the Federal Power Commis- 
sion (FPC) ceased to exist and its 
functions and regulatory responsibil- 
ities were transferred to the Secretary 
of Energy and the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission (FERC) 
which, as an independent Commission 
within the Department of Energy, was 
activated on October 1, 1977. The 
functions which are the subject of the 
proceeding were specifically trans- 
ferred to the FERC by section 
402(a)(1) or 402(a)(2) of the DOE Act. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said application should on or before 
October 2, 1978, file with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street NE., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene 
or a protest in accordance with the re- 
quirements of the Commission’s rules 
of Practice and Procedure, 18 CFR 
§ 1.8 or §1.10 (1977). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be consid- 
ered by it in determining the appropri- 
ate action to be taken, but will not 
serve to make the protestants parties 
to the proceeding. Any person wishing 
to become a party in any hearing 
therein must file a petition to inter- 
vene in accordance with the Commis- 
sion’s Rules. 
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The application is on file with the 
Commission and is available for public 
inspection. 

KENNETH F’. PLuMs, 
Secretary. 
(FR Doc. 78-22085 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am) 


[6740-02] 
MID-LOUISIANA GAS CO. 
(Docket No. RP73-43; PGA78-4] 


Order Accepting for Filing, Suspending, and 
Setting for Hearing PGA Rate Increases 


JULY 31, 1978. 

Or June 16, 1978, Mid-Louisiana 
(“Mid-La”) filed an alternate 30th re- 
vised sheet No. 3a to FERC gas tariff, 
first revised volume No. 1. This filing 
includes costs attributable to two 
emergency purchases from Louisiana 
Intrastate Gas Co. at rates in excess of 
the appropriate nationwide rate. 
There is insufficient evidence to show 
that the prices paid by Mid-La were at 
rates a reasonably prudent pipeline 
would pay for gas under the same cir- 
cumstances. We will therefore insti- 
tute hearing procedures for the. pur- 
pose of resolving this issue. 

On June 16, 1978, Mid-La also filed a 
30th revised sheet No. 3a to FERC gas 
tariff, first revised volume No. 1 which 
included the same emergency pur- 
chases and a 1.61 cents per Mcf trans- 
portation cost tracker. This alternate 
appears to be based on Mid-La’s pro- 
posed settlement rates and provisions 
in docket No. RP77-58. Mid-La’s settle- 
ment in RP77-58 has not been ap- 
proved by the Commission. Both fil- 
ings propose an August 1 effective 
date. Both filings are also based in 
part on rates from United Gas Pipe 
Line Co. which were accepted subject 
to downward revisions. 

We will suspend the effectiveness of 
rates contained in alternate 30th re- 
vised sheet No. 3a for 1 day, until 
August 2, 1978, at which time they 
may be made effective subject to 
refund. We will also make the accept- 
ance of rates contained in this sheet 
subject to the filing of a revised tariff 
sheet reflecting the proper rates of 
United and will reject Mid-La’s 30th 
revised sheet No. 3a inasmuch as its 
filing is premature at this time. 

The Commission orders: (A) Mid- 
La’s alternate 30th revised sheet No. 
3a to FERC gas tariff first revised 
volume No. 1 filed on June 16, 1978, is 
hereby accepted for filing, suspended 
for 1 day until August 2, 1978, at 
which time it may be made effective 
subject to refund. 

(B) A presiding administrative law 
judge to be designated by the chief ad- 
ministrative law judge (18 CFR 3.5 (d)) 
shall convene a settlement conference 
in this proceeding to be held within 10 
days after the service of Staff’s top . 
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sheets in a hearing room of the Feder- 
al Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street NE., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20426. The presiding admin- 
istrative law judge is authorized to es- 
tablish such further procedural dates 
as may be necessary and to rule on all 
motions (except motions to sever, con- 
solidate, or dismiss) as provided for in 
the rules of practice and procedure. 

(C) Staff shall serve its statement of 
position on or before September 25, 
1978. 

(D) Mid-La shall file its case in chief 
in support of the prudency of its emer- 
gency purchases included in this filing 
on or before August 23,1978. 

(E) Acceptance of Mid-La’s alternate 
30th revised sheet No. 3a is further 
conditioned upon the company’s filing 
of a revised sheet reflecting proper 
supplier rates. 

(F) The 30th revised sheet No. 3a is 
hereby rejected. 

(G) The Secretary shall cause 
prompt publication of this order in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


By the Commission. 


KENNETH F. PLUMB, 
Secretary. 


{FR Doc. 78-22084 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


Da ee 


[6740-02] 
(Docket No. CP78-419) 


NATURAL GAS PIPELINE CO. OF AMERICA 
Notice of Application 


Avcust 1, 1978. 


Take notice that on July 12, 1978, 
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 
(applicant), 122 South Michigan 
Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 60603, filed in 
docket No. CP78-419 an application 
pursuant to section 7 of the Natural 
Gas Act and section 157.7(g) of the 
Commission’s regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.7(g)), for 
a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the construction 
and for permission for and approval of 
the abandonment, during the 12- 
month period commencing October 1, 
1978, and operation of field gas com- 
pression and related metering and ap- 
purtenant facilities, all as more fully 
set forth in the application file with 
the Commission and open to public in- 
spection. 

The stated purpose of this budget- 
type application is to augment appli- 
cant’s ability to act with reasonable 
dispatch in the construction, reloca- 
tion, and operation and abandoment 
of facilities which will not result in 
changing applicant’s system saleable 
capacity or service from that author- 
ized prior to the filing of the instant 
application. 

Applicant states that the total cost 
of the proposed construction and 


NOTICES 


abandonment of facilities would not 
exceed $3,000,000, and that the cost of 
any single project would not exceed 
$500,000. Applicant states that it 
would finance these costs with funds 
on hand. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said application should on or before 
August 24, 1978, file with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the Commis- 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regula- 
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR 157.70). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by 
it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a petition to inter- 
vene in accordance with the Commis- 
sion’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in and sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction conferred upon 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com- 
mission by sections 7 and 15 of the 
Natural Gas Act and the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure, a 
hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this 
application if no petition to intervene 
is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate and permission and 
approval for the proposed abandon- 
ment are required by the public con- 
venience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or 
if the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is re- 
quired, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein pro- 
vided for, unless otherwise advised, it 
will be unnecessary for applicant to 
~* or be represented at the hear- 


KENNETH F. PLUMB, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-22086 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am) 


[6740-02] 


(Docket No. CP78-434] 
NORTHWEST PIPELINE CORP. 
Notice of Application 


Avcust 1, 1978. 
Take notice that on July 19, 1978, 
Northwest Pipeline Corp. (applicant), 
P.O. Box 1526, Salt Lake City, Utah 
84110, filed in docket No. CP78-434 an 
application pursuant to section 7(c) of 
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate 


of public convenience and necessity 
authorizing the sale of natural gas to 
and the exchange of natural gas with, 
Mountain Fuel Supply Co. (Mountain 
Fuel), all as more fully set forth in the 
application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public inspec- 
tion. 

It is stated that applicant has en- 
tered into a gas purchase contract 
dated May 30, 1978, with Chevron 
U.S.A., Inc. (Chevron) covering an 
area in the Yellow Creek Unit in 
Uintah County, Wyo., which is remote 
from applicant’s existing transmission 
system. In order to make available the 
volumes of natural gas to be pur- 
chased from the Yellow Creek Unit at 
the least possible investment, appli- 
cant states that it has entered into a 
gas purchase, transportation, and ex- 
change agreement which provides for 
the exchange of up to 1,000 Mcf of 
natural gas per day and gives Moun- 
tain Fuel the right to purchase up to 
25 percent of the volumes of gas re- 
ceived for exchange. 

Pursuant to said agreement with 
Mountain Fuel, applicant states, appli- 
cant would deliver to Mountain Fuel, 
for exchange, all volumes of gas pur- 
chased by applicant in the Yellow 
Creek Unit at a point on Mountain 
Fuel’s gathering facilities located in 
Uintah County, Wyo., where the 
Amoco-Gulf No. 1 well is located and/ 
or at such other points as may be mu- 
tually agreed upon. Applicant further 
states that Mountain Fuel would rede- 
liver equivalent volumes, subject to 
Mountain Fuel’s option to purchase 25 
percent of the volumes received for ex- 
change, at an existing point of inter- 
connection between the facilities of 
applicant and itself, where applicant is 
currently authorized to sell and deliv- 
er volumes of natural gas to Mountain 
tg located in Sweetwater County, 

yo. 

Applicant estimates that the initial 
volumes of gas to be delivered to 
Mountain Fuel would be 100 Mcf per 
day; Mountain Fuel would thus have 
an option to purchase approximately 
25 Mcf per day initially, it is stated. 
Said option would have to be exercised 
in writing prior to initial delivery, the 
application continues, and the subse- 
quent purchase would be on the same 
terms and conditions as applicant’s 
purchase in all respects, if Mountain 
Fuel so elects. 

The -price to be paid to Mountain 
Fuel by applicant for the transporta- 
tion service is said to be 8.0 cents per 
Mcf for all gas which is delivered to 
Mountain Fuel and which Mountain 
Fuel does not purchase. 

Applicant does not propose the con- 
struction of any facilities to effectuate 
this proposal since delivery to Moun- 
tain Fuel’s gathering system will be at 
the wellhead, it is stated. 
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Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said application should on or before 
August 24, 1978, file with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the Commis- 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regula- 
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by 
it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a petition to inter- 
vene in accordance with the Commis- 
sion’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in and sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction conferred upon 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com- 
mission by sections 7 and 15 of the 
Natural Gas Act and the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure, a 
hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this 
application if no petition to intervene 
is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
petition for leave to intervene is 
timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein pro- 
vided for, unless otherwise advised, it 
will be unnecessary for applicant to 
appear or be represented at the hear- 
ing. 

KENNETH F.. PLUMB, 
Secretary. 


(FR Doc. 78-22087 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[6740-02] 
{Docket No. RP73-36; PGA78-3; DCA78-2} 
PANHANDLE EASTERN PIPE LINE CO. 


Order Accepting for Filing, Suspending, and 
Setting for Hearing Proposed Purchased Gas 
Adjustment Rate Increase 


JULY 31, 1978. 


On June 15, 1978, Panhandle East- 
ern Pipe Line Co. (“Panhandle”) filed 
a PGA rate increase of 4.73 cents per 
Mcf. The filing also contains a revised 
lower demand charge adjustment sur- 
charge. Our review of the filing indi- 
cates that the PGA includes a Decem- 
ber 1977 purchase from Oklahoma 
Natural Gas Exploration, Inc., of 
5,496,527 Mcf and a purchase from 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co. at rates in 
excess of the appropriate nationwide 


NOTICES 


rates. There is insufficient evidence 
for the Commission to find the prices 
paid for these “emergency” purchases 
were at rates that a prudent pipeline 
would have paid under similar circum- 
stances. We will suspend the effective- 
ness of the filing 1 day until August 2, 
1978, at which time the filing may be 
made effective subject to refund. We 
will also set for hearing the sole ques- 
tions of the prudence of these pur- 
chases. 

Public notice of Panhandle’s filing 
was issued on July 21, 1978, with pro- 
tests and petitions to intervene due on 
or before August 4, 1978. 

The Commission orders: (A) The ef- 
fectiveness of the 25th revised sheet 
No. 3-A and second revised sheet No. 
3-B to Panhandle Eastern Pipe Line’s 
FERC gas tariff, original volume No. 1 
is hereby suspended for 1 day, until 
August 2, 1978, at which time it may 
be made effective subject to refund. 

(B) Panhandle Eastern’s case-in- 
chief in support of the prudence of 
the above referenced purchases shall 
be filed with this Commission no later 
than August 23, 1978. 

(C) Staff’s statement of position 
shall be filed on or before September 
25, 1978. 

(D) A presiding administrative law 
judge to be designated by the chief ad- 
ministrative law judge (18 CFR 3.5(d)) 
shall convene a settlement conference 
in this proceeding to be held within 10 
days after the service of Staff’s top 
sheets in a hearing room of the Feder- 
al Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street NE., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20426. The presiding admin- 
istrative law judge is authorized to es- 
tablish such further procedural dates 
as may be necessary and to rule on all 
motions (except motions to sever, con- 
solidate or dismiss) ds provided for in 
the rules of practice and procedure. 

(E) The Secretary shall cause 
prompt publication of this order in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


By the Commission. 
KENNETH F. Plums, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 7178-22088 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[6740-02] 
{Docket No. CP78-426] 
UNITED GAS PIPE LINE CO. 
Notice of Application 


Aucust 1, 1978. 

Take notice that on July 17, 1978, 
United Gas Pipe Line Co. (applicant), 
P.O. Box 1478, Houston, Tex. 77001, 
filed in docket No. CP78-426 an appli- 
cation pursuant to section 7(c) of the 
Natural Gas Act for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity au- 
thorizing the replacement of two seg- 
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ments of 8-inch pipeline totaling ap- 
proximately 3.44 miles with 12-inch di- 
ameter pipe on its Longview-Hunts- 
ville pipeline in Gregg County, Tex., 
all as more fully set forth in the appli- 
cation on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

It is indicated that the portions of 
the 8-inch line which applicant pro- 
poses to replace were constructed in 
1928 and are now in need of repair and 
replacement to insure dependable nat- 
ural gas service to the customers of ap- 
plicant and to continue compliance 
with industry and governmental safety 
standards. It is further indicated that 
during colder than normal days in 
recent winter periods, applicant has 
experienced significant capacity prob- 
lems on this line, particularly on the 
laterals serving the towns of Rusk and 
Henderson, Tex. Applicant states that 
in order to alleviate these capacity 
problems, it has elected to replace the 
affected segments of the 8-inch line 
with 12-inch diameter pipe. Such re- 
placement will increase the capacity 
on the subject line by approximately 
2,000 Mcf per day, which increase does 
not represent and increase in service 
to the referenced customers, but 
rather is necessitated in order to fulfil 
present service obligations, it is said. It 
is stated that the cost of such replace- 
ment is estimated to be $449,110. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference-to 
said application should on or before 
August 24, 1978, file with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the Commis- 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regula- 
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by 
it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a petition to inter- 
vene in accordance with the Commis- 
sion’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in and sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction conferred upon 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com- 
mission by sections 7 and 15 of the 
Natural Gas Act and the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure, a 
hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this 
application if no petition to intervene 
is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
petition for leave to intervene is 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 153—TUESDAY, AUGUST 8, 1978 





35096 


timely filed, or if the Commission on 

its own motion believes that a formal 

- hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 

i; Under the procedure herein pro- 

' vided for, unless otherwise advised, it 

. will be unecessary for applicant to 
appear or be represented at the hear- 
ing. 


KENNETH F’, PLUMB, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-22089 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[6740-02] 
(Docket No. CP78-427] 
UNITED GAS PIPE LINE CO. 
Notice of Application 


Avcust 1, 1978. 


Take notice that on July 17, 1978, 
United Gas Pipe Line Co. (applicant), 
P.O. Box 1478, Houston, Tex. 77001, 
filed an application in docket No. 
CP78-427 pursuant to section 7(c) of 
the Natural Gas Act requesting au- 
thorization to transport on a best ef- 
forts basis up to 1,000 Mcf of natural 
gas per day for Texas Gas Transmis- 
sion Corp. (Texas Gas), all as more 
fully set forth in the application 
which is on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Applicant proposes to receive vol- 
umes of natural gas for the account of 
Texas Gas at a point of receipt on ap- 
plicant’s existing pipeline located in 
Judice Field, Lafayette Parish, La., 
pursuant to an agreement between ap- 
plicant and Texas Gas dated June 8, 
1978. Texas Gas, it is said, would con- 
struct or cause to be constructed the 
required measuring and regulating sta- 
tion to be located at the above-de- 
scribed point. Applicant would redeliv- 
er, the application states, equal vol- 
umes, less an allowance for fuel and 
company-used gas, to Texas Gas at the 
outlet side of applicant’s existing au- 
thorized measuring and regulating sta- 
tions at points of interconnection be- 
tween the systems of applicant and 
Texas Gas at one or more of the fol- 
lowing locations: 

(i) Branch, Acadia Parish, La., and/ 
or 

(ii) Lonewa, Ouachita Parish, La., 
and/or 

(iii) At any other mutually agreeable 
point. 

Said transportation agreement be- 
tween applicant and Texas Gas shall 
be in full force and effect for a term of 
one year, beginning on the date on 
which deliveries of gas commence and 
would continue from year to year 
thereafter, it is stated. 

It is further stated that Texas Gas 
has agreed to pay an amount per Mcf 
equal to applicant’s average jurisdic- 
tional transmission cost of service in 
effect from time to time in applicant’s 
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northern and/or southern rate zones, 
as applicable, depending on location of 
the redelivery point, as such may be 
determined by applicant based on rate 
filings made from time to time with 
the Commission, less any amount in- 
cluded in such average jurisdictional 
transmission cost of service which is 
attributable to gas consumed in the 
operation of Applicant’s pipeline 
system. It is added that the northern 
rate zone would be the applicable rate 
if the redelivery point is located in the 
northern rate zone; otherwise the 
southern rate zone would be applica- 
ble. 

The current average jurisdictional 
transmission costs of service, exclusive 
of cost of gas consumed in applicant’s 
operation is 18.84 cents per Mcf in its 
southern rate zone and 24.46 cents per 
Mcf in its northern rate zone, it is as- 
serted. 

Applicant asserts that the subject 
gas would be purchased from produc- 
tion in the Judice Field area, La- 
fayette Parish, La., attributable to the 
interest of Superior Oil Co. It is assert- 
ed that the proposed arrangement 
would enable Texas Gas to receive the 
subject gas into its system. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to make any protest with reference to 
said application should on or before 
August 24, 1978, file with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the Commis- 
sion’s rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the regula- 
tions under the Natural Gas Act (18 
CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by 
it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a petition to inter- 
vene in accordance with the Commis- 
sion’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in and sub- 
ject to the jurisdiction conferred upon 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com- 
mission by sections 7 and 15 of the 
Natural Gas Act and the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure, a 
hearing will be held without further 
notice before the Commission on this 
application if no petition to intervene 
is filed within the time required 
herein, if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter finds that a grant 
of the certificate is required by the 
public convenience and necessity. If a 
petition for leave to intervene is 
timely filed, or if the Commission on 
its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 
such hearing will be duly given. 


Under the procedure herein pro- 
vided for, unless otherwise advised, it 
will be unnecessary for Applicant to 
appear or be represented at the hear- 
ing. 


KENNETH F.. PLUMB 
, Secretary. 
CFR Doc 78-22090 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[6740-02] 
[Docket No. ER78-506] 
WISCONSIN PUBLIC SERVICE CORP. 


Proposed Tariff Change 
AuvcustT 1, 1978. 


Take notice that Wisconsin Public 
Service Corp. (Company), on July 25, 
1978, tendered for filing proposed 
changes in its FERC electric service 
tariff Nos. 3, 6, 7, 9, 13, 22, 24, 25, 27, 
31, and 36. Company indicates that 
the proposed changes would increase 
revenues from jurisdictional sales and 
service by $1,056,936 based on the 12- 
month period ending June 30, 1979. 

Wisconsin Public Service Corp. 
states that the proposed rate increase 
is necessary to meet rising financial 
and operating costs. The proposed ef- 
fective date of the rates contained in 
the filing is August 28, 1975. 

Copies of the filing were served upon 
the public utility’s jurisdictional cus- 
tomers, the Public Service Commission 
of Wisconsin and the Michigan Public 
Service Commission. 

Any person desiring to be heard or 
to protest said application should file 
a petition to intervene or protest with 
the Federal Energy Regulatory Com- 
mission, 825 North Capitol Streét NE., 
Washington, D.C. 20426, in accordance 
with the Commission’s rules of prac- 
tice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). 
All such petitions or protests should 
be filed on or before August 11, 1978. 
Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the appro- 
priate action to be taken, but will not 
serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any persons wishing 
to become a party must file a petition 
to intervene. Copies of this application 
are on file with the Commission and 
are available for public inspection. 


KENNETH F.. PLUMB 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-22091 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 153—TUESDAY, AUGUST 8, 1978 





[6740-02] 
{Docket No. CI75-604] 
McCULLOCH OlL CORP. 


Applications for Certificates, Abandonment of 
Service and Petitions to Amend Certificates ' 


AuvcustT 1, 1978. 

Take notice that each of the appli- 
cants listed herein has filed an appli- 
cation or petition pursuant to section 
7 of the Natural Gas Act for authori- 
zation to sell natural gas in interstate 
commerce or to abandon service as de- 
scribed herein, all as more fully de- 
scribed in the respective applications 
and amendments which are on file 
with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

It appears reasonable and consistent 
with the public interest in this case to 
prescribe a period shorter than 10 


1This notice does not provide for consoli- , 
° ' to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 


dation for hearing of the several matters 
covered herein. 
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days for the filing of protests and peti- 
tions to intervene. Therefore, any 
person desiring to be heard or to make 
any protest with reference to said ap- 
plication should on or before August 


’ 10, 1978, file with the Federal Energy 


Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the require- 
ments of the Commission’s rules of 
practice ai.’ procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10). All protests filed with the Com- 
mission will be considered by it in de- 
termining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a part 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file 
a petition to intervene in accordance 
with the Commission’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant 
to the authority contained in subject 
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sion by sections 7 and 15 of tne Natu- 
ral Gas Act and the Commission’s 
rules of Practice and procedure a hear- 
ing will be held without further notice 
before the Commission on all applica- 
tions in which no petition to intervene 
is filed within the time required 
herein if the Commission on its own 
review of the matter believes that a 
grant of the certificates or the au- 
thorization for the proposed abandon- 
ment is required by the public conven- 
ience and necessity. Where a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or 
where the Commission on its own 
motion believes that a formal hearing 
is required, further notice of such 
hearing will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein pro- 
vided for, unless otherwise advised, it 
will be unnecessary for applicants to 
appear or to be represented at the 
hearing. 

KENNETH F’.. PLUMB, 
Secretary. 





Docket No. and date filed 


Applicant 


Purchaser and location 


Price per 1,000 ft * Pressure base 





CI75-604 C, Oct. 28, 1976 


Suite 1500, Los Angeles, Calif. 90024. 


McCulloch Oil Corp., 10880 Wilshire Bivd., Montana-Dakota Utilities Co., Federal oil (» 
and gas lease, (M23843-A), sec. 2, town- 


14.73 


ship 1 south, range 49 east, Powder River 


County, Mont. 





' Applicant is willing to accept a certificate at the applicable national rate pursuant to opinion No. 770, as amended. 
Filing code: A—Initial Service; B—Abandonment; C—Amendment to add acreage; D—Amendment to delete acreage; E—Total Succession; and F—Partial Suc- 


cession. 


{FR Doc. 78-22098 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[3128-01] 
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 


NOTICE OF CASES FILED WITH THE OFFICE OF 
HEARINGS AND APPEALS 


Week of July 14 Through July 21, 1978 


Notice is hereby given that during 
the week of July 14 through July 21, 
1978, the appeals and applications for 
exception or other relief listed in the 


appendix to this notice were filed with 
the Office of Hearings and Appeals of 
the Department of Energy. 

Under the DOE’s procedural regula- 
tions, 10 CFR Part 205, any person 
who will be aggrieved by the DOE 
action sought in such cases may file 
with the DOE written comments on 


‘the applicatign within 10 days of serv- 


ice of notice, as prescribed in the pro- 
cedural regulations. For purposes of 
those regulations, the date of service 
of notice shall be deemed to be the 


date of publication of this notice or 
the date of receipt by an aggrieved 
person of actual notice, whichever 
occurs first. All such comments shall 
be filed with the Office of Hearings 
and Appeals, Department of Energy, 
Washington, D.C. — 


RicHarD T. TEDROW, 
Acting Director, Office of 
Hearings and Appeals. 


JULY 27, 1978. 


AprenpDIx.—List of cases received by the Office of Hearings and Appeals 


(Week of July 14 through July 21, 1978) 





Date 


Name and location of applicant 


Case No. 


Type of submission 





July 14, 1978 


Do Consumers Power Co., Washington, D.C. 











Bassett Oil & Equipment Co. Bassett, Va. 


Exxon Co., U.S.A., Houston, Tex 


Good Hope Industries, Inc., Springfield, DPI-0015 
Mass. 


.. DRX-0096..... Supplemental order. If granted: DOE region II would be granted an ex- 


tension of 30 days in which to issue a revised remedial order to Basset 
Oil & Equipment Co. 


.» DED-0180 


Motion for discovery. If granted: Consumers Power Co. would be permit- 


ted to serve interrogatories on DOE personnel within the Office of 
Fuels Regulation in connection with appeal proceedings relating to the 
Mar. 31, 1978 assignment order issued by the DOE Economic Regula- 
tory Administration. 


DMR-0028 .... Modification of relief granted in TOSCO Corporation, 1 DOE Par.—— 


(June 14, 1978). If granted: The DOE’s June 14, 1978 decision and order 
would be modified with respect to the determinations reached regard- 
ing TOSCO Corp.’s entitlement purchase obligations. 


Exception from base fee requirements. If granted: Good Hope Industries, 
Inc. Would be permitted to import naphtha on a fee-exempt basis from 


May 1, 1978 through Apr. 30, 1979. 
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APprenDIx.—List of cases received by the Office of Hearings and Appeals—Continued 





Date Name and location of applicant Case No. 


Type of submission 





July 14, 1978 


July 17, 1978 Commonwealth Oil Refining Co., Inc., San DEN-1369 ..... 


Antonio, Tex. 


Mid-America Refining Co., Inc., Washing- DES-1421 
ton, D.C. 








Mountain States Energy Corp., Englewood, DEE-1423 
Colo. 





Peerless Petrochemicals, Inc., Roslyn, N.Y. DEE-1422 





Peerless Petrochemicals, Inc., Roslyn, N.Y. DPI-0016 


July 18, 1978 Belco Petroleum Corp., Houston, Tex 


Do Monsanto Co., Houston, Tex DXE-1424 
and DXE- 


1425. 





Koch Exploration Co., Wichita, Kans DXE-1427 


and DXE- 
1428. 


Whitco, Inc., Dallas, Tex 


C. K. Smith & Co., Inc., Boston, Mass 


C. K. Smith & Co., Inc., Boston, Mass. 








Coastal States Gas Corp.. Houston, Tex 


Husky Oi) Co. of Delaware, Denver, Colo.... DEE-1433 
through 











Natural Resources Defense Council, Inc., DFA-0199 
Palo Alto, Calif. 








Ozona Gas. Processing Plant, Dallas, Tex .... DEH-1237 


t Petroleum Corp., Shreveport, DEE-1429...... 





Pierr 
La. 


Stay request. If granted: The proceedings involving the statement of ob- 
jections submitted by United Petroleum, Inc. in response to the Jan. 10, 
1978 proposed remedial order issued to the firm would be stayed pend- 
~~ . fina] determination on a Freedom of Information request which it 

iled. 

Request for an interim order. If granted: Certain portions of a proposed 
decision and order issued to Commonwealth Oil Refining Co. on June 
30, 1978 (case No. DEE-1369) would be made effective on an interim 
basis prior to the issuance of a final determination in that proceeding. 

Stay request. If granted: Mid-America Refining Co. would be granted a 
stay of its obligation to purchase entitlements under the provisions of 
10 CFR 211.67 pending a determination of an application for exception 
which the firm intends to file. 

Allocation exception (sec. 212.145). If granted: Mountain States Energy 
Corp. would be assigned a supplier of JP-4 jet fuel and would be substi- 
tuted for that firm as a supplier of that product to the Department of 
Defense during the period October 1978 through September 1979. 

Exception from the entitlements program. If granted: Peerless Petro- 
chemicals, Inc. would be granted and exception from the provisions of 
10 CFR 211.67 applicable to the firm’s imports of crude oil. 

Exception from base fee requirements. If granted: Peerless Petrochemi- 
cals, Inc. would be permitted to import crude oil on a fee-exempt basis 
from May 1, 1978 through Apr. 30, 1979. 

Price exception (sec. 212.73). If granted: Belco Petroleum Corp. would be 
permitted to sell the crude oil produced from the White River unit, lo- 
cated in Unitah County, Utah, at upper tier ceiling prices. 

Extension of relief granted in Monsanto Company, 1 DOE Par. —— (May 
15, 1978). If granted: Monsanto Co. would be permitted to sell the 
crude oil produced from the Milo No. 1 well located in Williams 
County, N. Dak., and the State 16 No. 1 well located in Sheridan 
County, Mont. at upper tier ceiling prices. 

Extension of retief granted in Koch Exploration Company, 1 DOE Par. - 
81,010 (November 4, 1977). If granted: Koch Exploration Co. would be 
permitted to sell the crude oil produced from the Sink Draw No. 1 and - 
Cedar Rim No. 3 leases located in Duchesne County, Utah at upper tier 
ceiling prices. 

Stay request. If granted: Whitco, Inc. would be granted a stay of the pro- 
visions of 10 CFR 211.25 with respect to the base period supply obliga- 
tion of Sun Oil Co. to the firm pending a final determination on Whit- 
co’s request for an extension of exception relief previously granted to 
the firm (case-No. DEX-0055). 

Request for evidentiary hearing. If granted: An evidentiary hearing 
would be convened in connection with a statement of objections sub- 
mitted by C. K. Smith & Co., Inc. in response to a proposed remedial 
order issued to the firm (case No. DRO-0060). 

Motion for discovery. If granted: C. K. Smith & Co., Inc. would be grant- 
ed discovery with respect to its objections to a proposed remedial order 
issued to the firm by DOE region I on May 25, 1978. 

Price exception (sec. 212.165). If granted: Coastal States. Gas Corp. would 
be permitted to increase its prices to reflect nonproduct cost increases 
in excess of $0.005 per gallon for natural gas liquid products produced 
at the Almeda plant. 

Price exception (sec. 212.73). If granted: Husky Oil Co. of Delaware 
would be permitted to sell the crude oil produced from the Acquista- 
pace, Bonetti, Edmonston, Fleisher, Goodwin, Lakeview, Los Flores, 
Nicholson, Nicholson No. 4, Nicholson No. 5, standard Nicholson and 
Victory leases located in Santa Barbara County, Calif., at upper tier 
ceiling prices. 

Request for special redress and stay request. If granted: The Office of 
Hearings and would review the Economic Regulatory Adminis- 
tration’s denial of the application to quash a subpena submitted by La- 
Salle National Bank, and compliance with the subpena would be stayed 
pending a determinatior on the firm’s petition for special redress. 

Request for evidentiary hearing. If granted: Monterrey Producing Co. 
would be granted en evidentiary hearing in connection with objections 
which it has raised in response to the proposed decision and order 
issued to the firm on June 16, 1978. 

Appeal of an information request denial. If granted: The DOE’s June 16, 
1978 information requést denial would be rescinded and Natural Re- 
sources Defense Council, Inc. would be granted access to DOE data con- 
cerning the Bonneville Power Plant located in Portland, Oreg. 

Request for evidentiary hearing. If granted: An evidentiary hearing 
would be convened in connection with the DOE's consideration of ob- 
jections raised by the Ozona Gas Processing Plant regarding the June 
28, 1978 Proposed decision and order issued to the firm (case No. DXE- 
1237). 

Price relief (sec. 212.73). If granted: Pierremont Petroleum Corp. would 
be permitted to sell the crude oil produced from the C. G. Henderson 
17-8 No. 1 well located in Scott County, Miss., at upper tier ceiling 
orices. 
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Notices of Objection Received 





Date 


Name and location of applicant 





Placid Oil Co., Dallas, Tex 





Arizona Fuels Corp., Salt Lake City, Utah 


Giant Industries, Inc., Phoenix, Ariz 
Pennzoil Producing Co., Houston, Tex 
Ozona Gas Processing Plant, Washington, D.C 


Do 

















DEE-0085 
DXE-1237 





Proposed Remedial Orders 





July 17, 1978 
July 20, 1978 


Ashland Oil, Inc., Ashiand, Ky 
Mornes, Inc., Washington, D.C 











{FR Doc. 78-21803 Filed 8-8-78; 8:45 am] 





[6560-01] 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


(FRL 940-5; OPP-66045] 
PESTICIDE PROGRAMS 


intent To Cancel Registrations of Certain 
Pesticide Products 


Pursuant to section 6(a)(1) of the 
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), as amended 
(86 Stat. 973, 89 Stat. 751, 7 U.S.C. 
136(a) et seq.), firms listed below have 
requested that the Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) cancel the 
registrations of several pesticide prod- 
ucts. Such cancellation shall be effec- 
tive September 7, 1978, unless the reg- 
istrant or an interested person with 
the concurrence of the registrant, re- 
quests that the registration be contin- 
ued in efrect. 

The Agency has determined that the 
distribution and sale of stocks of these 
products which were produced on or 
before the effective date of cancella- 
tion would not be inconsistent with 
the purposes of FIFRA and would not 
have an unreasonable adverse effect 
on the environment. Therefore, the 
distribution and sale of existing stocks 
of these products shall be permitted 
until the supply is exhausted or for 1 
year after the effective date of cancel- 
lation, whichever occurs earlier, pro- 
vided that these products shall be used 
only in a manner consistent with the 
label and labeling registered with 
EPA. Production of these products 
after the effective date of cancellation 


will be considered a violation of- 


FIFRA. 

Requests that the registration of 
these products be continued may be 
submitted to the Product Control 
Branch, Registration Division (WH- 
567), Office of. Pesticide Programs, 
EPA, 401 M Street SW., Washington, 


D.C. 20460. Any comments filed re- 
garding this notice of intended cancel- 
lation will be available for public in- 
spection in the office of the Product 
Control Branch from 8:30 a.m. to 4 
p.m. Monday through Friday. 

The registrants concerned and the 


products affected by this action are 
listed below. 


Dated: August 1, 1978. 


EDWIN L. JOHNSON, 
Deputy Assistant Administrator 
Sor Pesticide Programs. 





Product name 


Registrant 





Benzac 1281 


Chevron Chemical Co., 940 Hensley 
St., Richmond, Calif. 94804. 
Amchem Products, Inc., Ambler, Pa. 





Amchem Brushkiller 155. 


Miller’s Endrin 1.6E 
Avon Moth Proofer 








& Deodorizer. 


19902. 
os Do. 
... The Chas. H. Lilly Co., 7737 NE. Kil- 
lingsworth, Portland, Oreg. 97218. 
Avon Products, Inc., 9 West 57th St., 
New York, N.Y. 10019. 


Avon Klean Air Surface Disinfectant Do. 


Pfizer Lindane Compound.................... Pfizer Inc., 235 East 42d St., New 


York, N.Y. 10017. 


Hartz Mountain 90-Day Brand Bird Hartz Mountain Corp., 700 South 4th 


Perch. 


St., Harrison, N.J. 07029. 


Humco Cresol Solution N.F. (Sapo- Humco Laboratory, Inc., 1008 Whi- 


nated) 


taker St., Texarkana, Tex. 75501. 


Humco "Chloroform and Benzene Do. 


Mixture. 


Humco Screw Worm Smear 62 Do 


Cunilate #2174-XY 
Cuniphen #6114 


Ventron Corp., Chemicals Division, 
Congress St., Beverly, Mass. 01915. 
Do. 





SHCP Tetra-Fumigant 
e 


Southern Mill Creek Products 
Inc., P.O. Box 1096, Tampa, 
33601. 

Riverside Chemical Co., P.O. 
171376, Memphis, Tenn. 38117. 

Landia Chemical Co., P.O. Box 366, 


Co., 
Fla. 


Box 





Lakeland, Fila. 33801. 
M. F. Canle & Co., 4511 North St. 
Vincent St., Tampa, Fia. 33614. 





(FR Doc. 78-21912 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[6210-01] 
FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 


FEDERAL OPEN MARKET COMMITTEE 
Longer Run Ranges for Monetary Aggregates 
On July 18, 1977, the Federal Open 
Market Committee adopted the fol- 
lowing ranges for rates of growth in 


monetary aggregates for the period 
from the second quarter of 1978 to the 


second quarter of 1979: M-1, 4 to 6% 
to 9 percent; M-2, 6% percent; and M- 
3, 7% to 10 percent. The associated 
range for bank credit is 8% to 11% per- 
cent. 


By order of the Federal Open 
Market Committee, July 28, 1978. 
ARTHUR L. BrRorpa, 
Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 78-21923 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 
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[6210-01] 
FIRST AMERICAN BANK CORP. 
Acquisition of Bank 


First American Bank Corp., Kalama- 
zoo, Mich., has applied for the Board’s 
approval under §3(aX(3) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
§ 1842(a)(3)) to acquire 100 percent 
(less directors’ qualifying shares) of 
the voting shares of the successor by 
merger to Van Buren State Bank, 
Hartford, Mich. The factors that are 
considered in acting on the application 
are set forth in §3(c) of the Act (12 
U.S.C. § 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors 
or at the Federal Reserve Bank of Chi- 
cago. Any person wishing to comment 
on the application should submit views 
in writing to the Secretary, Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, Washington, D.C. 20551, to be 
received not later than August 21, 
1978. 


Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, August 3, 1978. 


GRIFFITH L. GARWOOD, 
Deputy Secretary of the Board. 
{FR Doc. 78-21924 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[6210-01] 


FIRST RAILROAD & BANKING CO. OF 
GEORGIA 


Acquisition of Bank 


First Railroad & Banking Co. of 
Georgia, Augusta, Ga., has applied for 
the Board’s approval under § 3(a)(3) of 
the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. § 1842(a)(3)) to acquire 80 per- 
cent of the voting shares of First 
Georgia Bank, Atlanta, Ga. The fac- 
tors that are considered in acting on 
the application are set forth in § 3(c) 
of the Act (12 U.S.C. § 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors 
or at the Federal Reserve Bank of At- 
lanta. Any person wishing to comment 
on the application should submit views 
in writing to the Secretary, Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, Washington, D.C. 20551, to be 
received not later than August 25, 
1978. 


Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, July 26, 1978. 


GRIFFITH L. GARWOOD, 
Deputy Secretary of the Board. 
{FR Doe. 78-21925 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 
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[6210-01] 
NORTHWEST BANCORP. 
Acquisition of Bank 


JULY 28, 1978. 

Northwest Bancorp., Minneapolis, 
Minn., has applied for the Board’s ap- 
proval under §3(a)(3) of the Bank 
Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
§ 1842(a)(3)) to acquire 80 percent or 
more of the voting shares of the First 
National Bank of Marion, Marion, 
Iowa. The factors that are considered 
in acting on the application are set 
forth in §3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 
§ 1842(c)). : 

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors 
or at the Federal Reserve Bank of 
Minneapolis. Any person wishing to 
comment on the application should 
submit views in writing to the Secre- 
tary, Board of Governors of the Feder- 
al Reserve System, Washington, D.C. 
20551, to be received not later than 
August 28, 1978. 


Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, July 28, 1978. 
GRIFFITH L. GARWOOD, 
Deputy Secretary of the Board. 
{FR Doc. 78-21926 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[6210-01] 


QUAIL CREEK BANCSHARES, INC. 
Formation of Bank Holding Company 


Quail Creek Bancshares, Inc., Okla- 
homa City, Okla., has applied for the 
Board’s approval under § 3(a)(1) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
§ 1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding 
company by acquirigg 80 percent or 
more of the voting shares of Quail 
Creek Bank, N.A,, Oklahoma City, 
Okla. The factors that are considered 


in acting on the application are set 


forth in §3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 
§ 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors 
or at the Federal Reserve Bank of 
Kansas City. Any person wishing to 
comment on the application should 
submit views in writing to the Secre- 
tary, Board of Governors of the Feder- 
al Reserve System, Washington, D.C. 
20551, to be received no later than 
August 30, 1978. 


Board of. Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, July 31, 1978. 


GRIFFITH L. GARWOOD, 
Deputy Secretary of the Board. 
{FR Doc. 78-21927 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[6210-01] 


[Reg. C; Docket No. R-0058] 


ORDER ANNULLING ILLINOIS EXEMPTION 
UNDER THE HOME MORTGAGE DiSCLOSURE 
ACT 


AGENCY: Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System. 


ACTION: Order. 


SUMMARY: Based upon the decision 
of the Illinois Supreme Court that the 
Illinois Financial Institutions Disclo- 
sure Act is unconstitutional and void 
in its entirety, the exemption under 
the Federal Home Mortgage Disclo- 
sure Act granted to Illinois-chartered 
depository institutions is annulled. 
Those insititutions must begin com- 
plying with the Federal act and the 
Board’s regulation C, which imple- 
ments the act, within 90 days. 


DATE: The Board’s order is effective 
immediately. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 
Robert C. Plows, Section Chief, Divi- 
sion of Consumer Affairs, Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, Washington, D.C. 20551 
202-452-3667. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
In response to applications by the 
State of Illinois and the Illinois Sav- 
ings and Loan League, the Board 
granted, on December 21, 1976 (41 FR 
55582), an exemption from the disclo- 
sure requirements of the Home Mort- 
gage Disclosure Act of 1975, as imple- 
mented by regulation C, to Illinois- 
chartered depository institutions sub- 
ject to the Illinois Financial Institu- 
tions Disclosure Act. The exemption 
was based on the requirements of that 
act and the implementing directives of 
the Illinois Department of Financial 
Institutions, which the Board deter- 
mined to be substantially similar to 
the requirements imposed under the 
oa Home Mortgage Disclosure 
ct. 

At the time that the exemption was 
granted, the Illinois Financial Institu- 
tions Disclosure Act had been chal- 
lenged in State court in the case of 
Glen Eliyn Savings and Loan Associ- 
ation, et al. v. Tsoumas. Thus, the con- 
tinuation of the exemption, as initially 
granted, was expressly conditioned 
upon developments in that litigation. 
The Illinois Supreme Court decided 
Glen Ellyn on May 26, 1978, striking 
down the Illinois financial Institutions 
Disclosure Act in its entirety. 

Since the Illinois Supreme Court’s 
decision renders the Illinois statute 
void, there no longer is a State law 
basis for the Illinois exemption. Ac- 
cordingly, the Board issues the follow- 
ing order pursuant to §306(b) of the 
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Home Mortgage Disclosure Act (12 
U.S.C. 2805(b)). 


ORDER 


The Supreme Court of Dlinois has 
declared the Illinois Financial Institu- 
tions Disclosue Act (95 Ill. Rev. Stat. 
201-208 unconstitutional and void in 
its entirety. The court’s decision has 
now become final. Therefore, all Illi- 
nois-chartered depository institutions 
previously exempted on the basis of 
compliance with the Illinois act from 
the data compilation and disclosure re- 
quirements of the Federal Home Mort- 
gage Disclosure Act of 1975 (12 U.S.C. 
2801-2809), as implemented by regula- 
tion C (12 CFR 203), henceforth shall 
comply with the Federal act and regu- 
lation. 

Each previously exempted Illinois- 
chartered depository institution that 
is now subject by virtue of this order 
to the Home Mortgage Disclosure Act 
shall prepare and make available to 
the public, within 90 days from the 
date of this order, the report required 
by the act and regulation C for its last 
full fiscal year ending prior to the date 
of this order. 

However, since the requirements of 
the Illinois Financial Institutions Dis- 
closure Act had been deemed by the 
Board to be substantially similar to 
the provisions of the Home Mortgage 
Disclosure Act, if an institution has al- 
ready prepared and made publicly 
available a report for any portion of 
its last fiscal year ending prior to the 
date of this order in compliance with 
the Illinois act, the institution shall be 
deemed to be in compliance with the 
data compilation and disclosure re- 
quirements of the Federal act and reg- 
ulation for the period covered by the 
State report. For any portion of its 
last fiscal year ending prior to the 
date of this order not covered by a 
State disclosure report and for each 
fiscal year thereafter, the institution 
shall compile and disclose the relevant 
information in accordance with the 
Home Mortgage Disclosure Act and 
regulation C. 


By order of the Board of Governors, 
July 26, 1978. 


THEODORE E. ALLISON, 
Secretary of the Board. 
{FR Doc. 78-21922 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[6210-01] . 
ELSE INVESTMENT CO. 
Formation of Bank Holding Company 


AvucustT 2, 1978. 
Else Investment Co., Fairbury, 
Nebr., has applied for the Board’s ap- 
proval under section 3(a1) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(a)(1)) to become a bank holding 


company by acquiring an additional 53 
percent or more of the voting shares 
of the Fairbury State Bank, Fairbury, 
Nebr. The factors that are considered 
in acting on the application are set 
forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors 
or at the Federal Reserve Bank of 
Kansas City. Any person wishing to 
comment on the application should 
submit views in writing to the Reserve 
Bank, to be received not later than 
August 31, 1978. 


Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, August 2, 1978. 


GRIFFITH L. GARWOOD, 
Deputy Secretary of the Board. 


{FR Doc. 78-21946 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[6210-01] 


FAYETTE BANCORP. 
Formation of Bank Holding Company 


Aveust 2, 1978. 

Fayette Bancorp., Marion, Iowa, has 
applied for the Board’s approval under 
section 3(a)(1) of the Bank Holding 
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to 
become a bank holding company by 
acquiring 80 percent or more of the 
voting shares of Citizens Savings 
Bank, Hawkeye, Iowa. The factors 
that are considered in acting on the 
application are set forth in section 3(c) 
of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). 

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors 
or at the Federal Reserve Bank of Chi- 
cago. Any person wishing to comment 
on the application should submit views 
in writing to the Setretary, Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, Washington, D.C. 20551, to be 
received no later than August 31, 1978. 


Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, August 1, 1978. 


GRIFFITH L. GARWOOD, 
Deputy Secretary of the Board. 
{FR Doc. 78-21945 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[6210-01] 
FIRST NATIONAL HOLDING CORP. 
Acquisition of Bank 


Aucust 1, 1978. 

First National Holding Corp., Atlan- 
ta, Ga., has applied for the Board’s ap- 
proval under section 3(a)(3) of the 
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(a)X(3)) to acquire up to 100 per- 
cent of the voting shares of the pro- 
posed successor by merger to Gwin- 
nett Bank & Trust Co., Norcross, Ga. 
The factors that are considered in 
acting on the application are set forth 
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in section 3(c) of the act (12 U.S.C. 
1842(c)). 
The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors 
or at the Federal Reserve Bank of At- 
lanta. Any person wishing to comment 
on the application should submit views 
in writing to the Secretary, Board of 
Governors of the Federal Reserve 
System, Washington, D.C. 20551, to be 
i any not later than August 31, 


Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, August 1, 1978. 


GRIFFITH L. GARWOOD, 
Deputy Secretary of the Board. 
{FR Doc. 78-21947 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am) 


' [6210-01] 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYS 
CHEROKEE INVESTMENT CO., INC. 
Formation of Bank Holding Company 


Aucusr 4, 1978. 

Cherokee Investment Co., Inc., 
Baxter Springs, Kans., has applied for 
the Board’s approval under § 3(aX1) of 
the Bank Holding Company Act (12 
U.S.C. 1842(a)(1)) to become a bank 
holding company by acquiring 100 per- 
cent (less directors’ qualifying shares), 
of the voting shares of Citizens State 
Bank, Galena, Kans. The factors that 
are considered in acting on the appli- 
cation are set forth in § 3(c) of the act 
(12 U.S.C. 1842(c)). - 

The application may be inspected at 
the offices of the Board of Governors 
or at the Federal Reserve Bank of 
Kansas City. Any person wishing to 
comment on the application should 
submit views in writing to the Reserve 
Bank, to be received not later than 
August 23, 1978. 

Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, August 4, 1978. 

GRIFFITH L. GARWOOD, 
Deputy Secretary 
of the Board. 

{FR Doc. 78-22227 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[6820-28] 


GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 


Federal Preparedness Agency 


{GSA Order FPA 1095.1] 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENTS 
Preparation Procedures 


Notice is hereby given that the Gen- 
eral Services Administration, in ac- 
cordance with the National Environ- 
mental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 
4321 et seq.), is proposing the proce- 
dures to be followed by the Federal 
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Preparedness Agency (FPA) in prepar- 
ing environmental impact statements 
which implement the GSA order, envi- 
ronmental considerations in decision- 
making (ADM 1095.1A). Any person 
who wishes to submit written com- 
ments pertaining to the proposed pro- 
cedures may do so by filing them in 
triplicate with the General Services 
Administration (EE), Washington, 
D.C. 20405, on or before September 24, 
1978. 


Dated: July 17, 1978. 


JOSEPH A. MITCHELL, 
. Director, 
Federal Preparedness Agency. 


ENVIRONMENTAL CONSIDERATIONS IN 
DECISIONMAKING 


1. Purpose. This order’prescribes the 
uniform procedures to be followed in 
implementing the laws, Executive 
orders, and directives concerning all 
major Federal Preparedness Agency 
(FPA) actions that may affect signifi- 
cantly the quality of the human envi- 
ronment, consistent with the basic 
statutory responsibilities governing 
FPA program operations. This order is 
applicable to all FPA programs. 

2. Background. a. The laws, Execu- 
tive orders, and directives implement- 
ed by this order include the following: 

(1) GSA order, environmental con- 
siderations in decisionmaking (ADM 
1095.1A); 

(2) The National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321, et 
seq.), hereinafter referred to as NEPA; 

(3) Executive Order 11514, of March 
5, 1970, as amended, entitled “Protec- 
tion and Enhancement of Environ- 
mental Quality”; 

(4) Section 106 of the National His- 
toric Preservation Act of 1966 (16 
U.S.C. 470f); 

(5) Executive Order 11593, of May 
13, 1971, entitled “Protection and En- 
hancement of the Cultural Environ- 
ment”; 

(6) Executive Order 11752, of De- 
cember 17, 1973, as amended, entitled 
“Prevention, Control, and Abatement 
of Environmental Pollution at Federal 
Facilities’; 

(7) Executive Order 11988, of May 
24, 1977, entitled “Floodplain Manage- 
ment”; 

(8) Executive Order 11990, of May 
24, 1977, entitled “Protection of Wet- 
lands”; and 

(9) The revised guidelines issued by 
the Council on Environmental Quality 
(CEQ) for preparing environmental 
impact statements, hereinafter re- 
ferred to as the guidelines, published 
in the FepERAL REGISTER on August 1, 
1973, 38 FR 20550, and amended in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER on August 7, 1973, 
38 FR 21265. 


b. Section 102 of NEPA directs all 
Federal agencies to apply the follow- 
ing to the fullest extent possible. _ 

(1) Use a systematic, interdisciplin- 
ary approach which will insure the in- 
tegrated use of the natural and social 
sciences and the environmental design 
arts in planning and decisionmaking 
which may have an impact on man’s 
environment. 

(2) Identify and develop methods 
and procedures which will insure that 
presently unquantified environmental 
amenities and values may be given ap- 
propriate consideration in decision- 
making along with economic and tech- 
nical considerations. 

(3) Include in every recommendation 
or report on proposals for legislation 
and other major Federal actions sig- 
nificantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment a detailed state- 
ment by the responsible official which 
includes: 

(a) The environmental impact of the 
proposed action; 

(b) Any adverse environmental ef- 
fects which cannot be avoided should 
the proposal be implemented; 

(c) Alternatives to the proposed 
action; 

(d) The relationship betwen local 
short-term uses of man’s environment 
and the maintenance and enhance- 
ment of long-term productivity; and 

(e) Any irreversible and irretrievable 
commitments of resources which 
would be involved in the proposed 
action should it be implemented. 

3. Role of the environmental impact 
statement process. The environmental 
impact statement process is a means of 
coordinating active consideration of 
environmental concerns throughout 
the FPA planning, action develop- 
ment, and review processes. Through 
serious consideration of all reasonable 
alternatives, adverse environmental ef- 
fects are to be avoided or minimized to 
the fullest extent possible. The proc- 
ess shall be used to reassess ongoing 
actions because NEPA applies to those 


-actions approved prion to January 1, 


1970, and to assess future actions to 
avoid or minimize adverse effects. 

4. Officials responsible for determin- 
ing the course of environmental 
action. The Assistant Directors, FPA, 
have the initial responsiblity for deter- 
mining whether an action is “a major 
Federal action significantly affecting 
the quality of the human environ- 
ment,” for preparing environmental 
assessments, and for submitting nega- 
tive declarations or draft and final en- 
vironmental impact statements. 

a. The Executive Director, Federal 
Preparedness Agency. The Executive 
Director (EE) is responsible for the 
overall direction of environmental pro- 
tection within FPA for all policy and 
procedure programs and shall: 


(1) Provide professional and: techni- 
cal guidance to the Director, FPA;.As- 
sistant Directors, FPA; and Regional 
Directors, FPA; 

(2) Review, evaluate, and process 
negative declarations, draft, and final 
environmental impact statements for 
review and comment by the Office of 
General Counsel (L), the Environmen- 
tal Affairs Division (PRE), and for 
final approval by the Director, FPA. 

(3) Consult with the Environmental 
Affairs Division (PRE) and the Office 
of General Counsel (L) on matters per- 
taining to environmental protection in 
FPA; and 

(4) Develop and coordinate orders 
and guidance on FPA environmental 


programs. 

b. The Assistant Directors for Civil 
Crisis Preparedness; Conflict Prepar- 
edness; Research, Development, and 
Program Coordination; and Stockpile 
Disposal, FPA. These officials are re- 
sponsible for direction and execution 
of environmental protection for their 
programs and shall: 

(1) Maintain a continuing review of 
activities which potentially have sig- 
nificant environmental impacts as out- 
lined in this order; 

(2) Make initial decision on the ne- 
cessity for preparing a negative decla- 
ration or an environmental impact 
statement following preparation and 
review of the environmental assess- 
ment; 

(3) Determine the need and the ade- 
quacy of an environmental assessment 
and justify the writing and processing 
of a negative declaration through EE 
for final clearance with the Environ- 
mental Affairs Division (PRE) and the 
office of General Counsel (L) in a 
timely manner; 

(4) Prepare and process, through EE, 
draft and final environmental impact 
statements for review and comment by 
the Office of General Counsel (L), En- 
vironmental Affairs Division (PRE), 
and for the signature of the Director, 
FPA; and 

(5) Conduct public hearings and 
meetings, issue press announcements, 
and maintain files for public review. 

5. Procedures. Environmental assess- 
ments and negative declarations pre- 
pared by the Assistant Directors are 
submitted to the Executive Director, 
FPA, to insure full compliance with all 
applicable acts, orders, and guidelines 
related to environmental planning. 
The Executive Director, FPA, is re- 
sponsible for approving the draft envi- 
ronmental impact statement or nega- 
tive declaration and transmitting the 
document to the Environmental Af- 
fairs Division (PRE) and the Office of 
General Counsel (L) for review and 
comment. After review and -comment 
by the Office of General Counsel (L) 
and the Environmental Affairs Divi- 
sion (PRE), the draft and final envi- 
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ronmental impact statements shall be 
approved by the Director, FPA, for 
submission to the Environmental Pro- 
tection Agency (EPA), heads of Feder- 
al agencies, the Governor and Mem- 
bers oi Congress from the affected 
State, and other interested entities, 
groups, or individuals. The draft envi- 
ronmental impact statement or nega- 
tive declaration shall be prepared by 
the responsible official with the full 
cooperation and coordination of all 
FPA officials as necessary. The draft 
and final environmental impact state- 
ment must be circulated as prescribed 
in GSA order ADM 1095.1A. After all 
comments on the draft statement are 
received, the initiating FPA office 
shall prepare a final environmental 
impact statement which takes into 
consideration all substantive com- 
ments. 

6. Reports. Reports control symbol 
PB-123 has been assigned to the 
report required by this order. 


ATTACHMENT 


1. Preparation of the environmental 
assessment. An assessment of any 
major FPA action that may signifi- 
cantly affect environmental quality 
shall be prepared which will address 
the requirements of section 102(2)(C) 
of NEPA to the fullest extent possible. 
(See subpt. 2b(3)). From this assess- 
ment a determination can be made to 
develop an environmental impact 
statement or a negative declaration. 
Those FPA actions and activities 
which are covered by NEPA include, 
but are not limited to: 

a. Major actions which would result 
from recommendations or favorable 
reports on legislation, including re- 
quests for apprpriations originating 
both within and outside the Agency 
when FPA has primary responsibility 
for implementing the legislation; 

b. Major actions which would result 
from establishment or modification of 
rules, regulations and procedures, and 
policies; 

c. Major new and continuing actions 
by FPA, including stockpile actions; 
and 

d. Major actions which would result 
from new technology, research, and 
development, on the basis of the size 
of FPA’s investment, likelihood of 
widespread application, potential envi- 
ronmental impacts, and degree that 
continued investment will foreclose al- 
ternatives. 

2. Decision to prepare an environ- 
mental impact statement. Following 
an environmental assessment, if there 
is doubt whether a statement should 
be prepared or if the proposed action 
is likely to be environmentally contro- 
versial, a statement shall be prepared. 
Many Federal decisions seem of limit- 
ed environmental consequence when 
viewed individually but are of signifi- 


cant consequence when viewed collec- 
tively. When FPA is responsible for 
the cumulative impact of decisions, an 
FPA statement shall be filed covering 
the entire complex of decisions and:ac- 
tions. 

3. Specific criteria. As required by 
section 1500.6(c) of the guidelines, the 
typical classes of actions likely to re- 
quire environmental statements and 
those actions likely not to require en- 
vironmental statements are as follows: 

a. Category I projects which will 
almost always require environmental 
impact statements (EIS). Category I 
consists of all FPA projects where the 
assessment process identifies known or 
potentially significant environmental 
impacts. These projects include but 
are not limited to stockpile actions 
which result in— 

(1) Opening of new mines (green 
field sites); 

rg Reopening of abandoned mines; 
an 

(3) Placing of a commodity which 
would create public health, safety and 
environmental problems into a flood- 
plain or wetland. 

b. Category II projects which may re- 
quire EIS or further assessments. 
These projects include: 

(1) Expansion of special facilities; 
and 

(2) Stockpile actions for— 

(i) Rotation or upgrading of current 
inventories; 

(ii) Disposal of hazardous materials 
or materials that have become con- 
taminated or unstable while in stor- 
age; 

(iii) Relocation of materials to miti- 
gate environmental damage; or 

(iv) Legislative authorization of 
stockpile acquisitions or disposals. 

c. Category III projects not requiring 
EIS (may require assessment and neg- 
ative declaration). These projects in- 
clude but are not limited to those con- 
cerning which the Commissioner, 
Public Buildings Service (P), upon pe- 
tition by the Director, FPA, through 
Environmental Affairs Division (PRE), 
has determined, following consultation 
with EPA, that a public or Govern- 
ment exigency is present. This would 
be restricted to projects where a limit- 
ed environmental impact has been 
identified, but action is not irrevers- 
ible or irretrievable. 

4. Classified environmental impact 
statements. If a proposed action is of a 
classified nature, the proponent of the 
action still must comply with the re- 
quirements of this directive. Environ- 
mental impact statements, both draft 
and final, containing classified infor- 
mation shall be prepared, safeguarded, 
and disseminated in accordance with 
the requirements of the GSA hand- 
book, Document Secureity (ADM P 
1025.2). When feasible, these state- 
ments shall be organized to include 
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classified portions as appendixes, so 
that the unclassified portions can be 
made available to the public. 

5. Negative declaration. A negative 
declaration must state that an analysis 
and review of all environmental fac- 
tors have been completed and the de- 
termination has been made that the 
proposed action is not considered a - 
major Federal action significantly af- 
fecting the quality of the human envi- 
ronment and consequently does not re- 
quire the preparation of an environ- 
mental impact statement. The decision 
is a report of findings developed to in- 
clude a brief assessment of environ- 
mental considerations analyzed and 
documented as an environmental as- 
sessment. The negative declaration 
with accompanying assessment is sub- 
mitted for review and comment to the 
Director, Environmental Affairs Divi- 
sion (PRE), the Office of General 
Counsel (L), and for approval by the 
Director, FPA. 

6. Environmental assessments. The 
environmental assessment is the basis 
for judgment by the responsible offi- 
cial in the official’s analysis of the 
proposed action and can be entered as 
evidence in hearings and court actions. 
The assessment is a full disclosure doc- 
ument, presenting a description of ex- 
isting and projected environmental 
conditions related to the proposed 
action and an evaluation of possible 
adverse or beneficial impacts. The as- 
sessment shall be prepared using iner- 
disciplinary expertise to insure com- 
plete assessment and full considera- 
tion of the range of environmental 
factors in the development of the 
action to make certain that: 

a. Commitments are not made to 
courses of action that will unnecessar- 
ily complicate reconciliation with envi- 
ronmental factors; 

b. Environmentally desirable alter- 
natives are not inadvertently fore- 
closed; and 

c. Negative environmental impacts 
are minimized. Actions will be re- 
viewed to determine both their indi- 
vidual and cumulative impacts because 
the environmental effect of many de- 
cisions may be individually limited but 
cumulatively significant. 

7. Draft environmental impact state- 
ment. Each statement shall reflect 
that the particular economic and tech- 
nical benefits of its proposed action 
have been assessed and weighed 
against the environmental costs. In 
the early stages of preparation of the 
draft environmental impact statement, 
the office preparing the statement 
shall solicit information and opinions 
from Federal, State, and local agencies 
possessing expertise on the potential 
impacts of a proposed action. This will 
assist in providing the necessary data 
and guidance for the analyses required 
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to be included in environmental 
impact statements as described below: 

a. Coordination process in accord- 
ance with OMB Circular A-95, Re- 
vised. (1) When the A-95 review proc- 
ess for a proposed. project or when the 
consultation with the clearinghouse 
takes place prior to the filing of a 
draft environmental impact statement 
or negative declaration, the comments 
received represent inputs to the state- 
ment or declaration. (2) Federal 
agency comments received prior to 
filing the statement shall be included 
in copies of the statement being sent 
to the agency submitting the substan- 
tive comments. The statements being 
sent to clearinghouses shall include a 
listing of all agencies from which com- 
ments have been received. 

b. Technical content of draft state- 
ment. The EIS shall include: 

1. A description of the proposed 
action including the technical data 
adequate to permit a careful assess- 
ment of the environmental impact of 
the proposed action by commenting 
parties. 

(2) The probable impact of the pro- 
posed action on the environment, in- 
cluding impact on ecological systems. 
Consequences of direct and indirect 
impacts on the environment shall be 
included in the analysis. 

(3) Any probable adverse environ- 
mental effects that cannot be avoided, 
such as water, air, or noise pollution, 
undesirable land-use patterns, damage“ 
to life systems, threats to health or 
other consequences adverse to the en- 
vironmental goals set out in section 
101(b) of NEPA. 

(4) A rigorous exploration and objec- 
tive evaluation of possible alternative 
actions which, if chosen instead of the 
proposed action, might avoid some or 
all of the adverse environmental ef- 
fects, including alternatives outside of 
FPA’s authority to implement. Section 
102(2)}D) of NEPA requires the re- 
sponsible agency to “study, develop, 
and describe appropriate alternatives 
to recommended courses of action in 
any proposal which involves unre- 
solved conflicts concerning alternative 
uses of available resources.” Sufficient 
analysis of alternatives, their costs, 
and their impact on the environment 
shall accompany the proposed action 
through the agency review process so 
as not to foreclose prematurely consi- 
derateion of options which might have 
less detrimental effects. 

(5) The relationship between local 
short-term uses of the environment 
and maintenance and enhancement of 
long-term productivity. Include a brief 
discussion of the extent to which the 
proposed action involves tradeoffs be- 
tween short-term gains at the expense 
of long-term losses, or vice versa, and @ 
discussion of the extent to which the 
proposed action forecloses future op- 
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tions. This, in essence, requires assess- 
ment of the action from the perspec- 
tive that each generation is trustee of 
the environment for succeeding gen- 
erations. 

(6) Any irreversible or irretrievable 
commitments of resources, for exam- 
ple, land, work hours, costs, natural re- 
sources, and cultural resources, which 
would be involved in the proposed 
action should it be implemented. Iden- 
tify from the survey of unavoidable 
adverse impacts the extent to which 
the action curtails the range of benefi- 
cial uses of the environment. 

(7) The economic costs and benefits 
of the proposed action compared with 
the environmental costs and benefits. 
Alternate courses of action must be 
discussed as to their effect upon this 
cost and benefit balauce. If a formal 
cost-benefit analysis on the proposed 
action is prepared, it shall be submit- 
ted with the environmental impact 
statement. 

8. List of draft environmental 
impact statements and negative decla- 
rations. a. To provide timely public 
notice and understanding of projects 
and actions that may have an environ- 
mental impact and to obtain the views 
of interested parties, Assistant Direc- 
tors, FPA, shall establish an early 
notice system for informing the public 
of the decision to prepare a draft envi- 
ronmental impact statement on pro- 
posed projects or actions. A list will be 
maintained of all projects or actions 
for which environmental impact state- 
ments will -be prepared. This list shall 
be updated monthly and available for 
public inspection. Assistant Directors, 
FPA, Shall submit early warning lists 
to the Executive Director, FPA, for 
compilation and forwarding to the En- 
vironmental Affairs Division (PRE) as 
a basis for agencywide quarterly re- 
porting to EPA as required by ADM 
1095.1A, ch. 2, par. 15. Reports control 
symbol PB-123 has been assigned to 
this report. 

b. If it is decided that an EIS is not 
necessary for a proposed project or 
action: (1) Which normally requires 
the preparation of a statement, (2) 
which is similar to actions for which a 
significant number of statements have 
been prepared, (3) which has previous- 
ly been announced would be the sub- 
ject of a statement, or (4) for which a 
negative declaration has been made 
pursuant to section 1500.11(f) of the 
guidelines, the responsible Assistant 
Director, FPA, shall prepare a publicly 
available record briefly setting forth 
the decision and the reasons for the 
declaration. 

c. The list of such negative declara- 
tions shall be prepared and made 
available to the public on request in 
the same manner as provided for lists 
of statements under preparation as re- 
quired by a. above. 


9. Public meetings. a. Each major 
Federal action having a possible ad- 
verse effect on the environment will 
be evaluated to determine whether a 
public meeting should be held. Consid- 
eration will be given to the following 
elements in deciding whether a public 
meeting is appropriate: 

(1) The magnitude of the proposal in 
terms of economic costs, the geograph- 
ic area involved, and the uniqueness of . 
size of commitments of the resources 
involved; 

(2) the degree of interest or probable 
composition of controversial items in .- 
the proposal, as evidenced by requests 
from the public and from Federal, 
State, and local authorities that a 
meeting be held; 

(3) The complexity of the issue and 
the likelihood that information will be 
presented at the meeting which will be 
of assistance to the agency in fulfilling 
its responsibilities under NEPA; and 

(4) The extent to which public in- 
volvement already has been achieved 
through other means such as earlier 
public meetings, meetings with citizen 
representatives, and/or written com- 
ments on the proposed action. 

b. Draft environmental impact state- 
ments will be made available to the 
public at least 15 calendar days prior 
to the time of public meetings, unless 
the meetings are held prior to issuance 
of the statement. 

10. Submission and distribution of 
draft environmental. impact state- 
ments. Initially, draft environmental 
impact statements shall be processed 
as follows: 

a. Three copies of the preliminary 
draft environmental impact. statement 
for FPA projects shall be transmitted 
to the Executive Director (EE), 

b. After determining that the state- 
ment is satisfactory, the Executive Di- 
rector (EE) shall forward the ure - 
nary draft statement to the Ojxice of 
General Counsel (L) and the Environ- 
mental Affairs Division (PRE) for 
review and comment. All review peri- 
ods shall run concurrently for a period 
of 15 workdays from the date of re- 
ceipt. Any requests for additional 
review time, information, or revision 
shall be directed to the Executive Di- 
rector (EE), FPA, who shall have au- 
thority to extend the 15-workday 
period. All comments shall be forward- | 
ed to the Executive Director (EE). The 
Commissioner, PBS, shall reconcile 
any differences concerning the need 
for additional information or revision 
that may arise between the office re- 
sponsible for the proposed action and 
other reviewing offices, except the 
final approval for legal sufficiency 
shall be the responsibility of the 
Office of General Counsel. Unless oth- 
erwise ‘notified within the review 
period, the Executive Director (EE), 
shall assume the statement is ade- 
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quate, or the statement shall be re- 
vised according to comments received 
from reviewing offices. After com- 
ments are reviewed, the draft EIS is 
transmitted to the Office of General 
Counsel (L), the Environmental Af- 
fairs Division (PRB), and to the Direc- 
tor, FPA, for approval. The Director, 
FPA, will sign the transmittal letters 
soliciting comments on the draft envi- 
ronmental impact statement to: 

(1) The Governor and Senators from 
the affected State, the Representative 
from the affected district, and other 
appropriate State officials; 

(2) The EPA Central Office, which 
will receive five copies of the draft EIS 
and the appropriate EPA regional of- 
fices, which will also receive five 
copies; 

(3) The relevant A-95 clearinghouse, 
appropriate elected officials, and all 
State and local agencies that would be 
interested in the action; 

(4) Federal agencies directly related 
to the specific action; 

‘(5) All other Federal agencies com- 
petent to comment owing to legal ju- 
‘risdiction or special expertise (for ref- 
erence, see appendix II of the guide- 
lines); 

(6) Any group or individual that re- 
quests a copy of the environmental 
statement; and 

(7) Any entity, group, or individual 
that the Director, FPA, decides should 
be included. 

c. The Director, FPA, shall deter- 
mine the extent of newspaper cover- 
age which would most adequately 
inform the reading public in the area 
that an FPA draft environmental 
impact statement has been prepared. 
Notice shall be published at least once 
and should include how and where 
copies of the statement may be ob- 
tained. 

d. The Environmental Protection 
Agency publishes in the notices sec- 
tion of the FEDERAL REGISTER lists of 
statements received 
during the preceding week that are 
available for public comment. The 
date establishing the minimum period 
of review (not less than 45 days) and 
advance availability of the draft EIS 
will be calculated from the date of 
publication in the FEDERAL REGISTER, 
which can be expected to be the 
second Friday following the filing of 
the statement with EPA. Draft envi- 
ronmental impact statements shall be 
made available to the public without 
charge to the extent practicable or at 
a fee which is not more than the cost 
of reproduction. Environmental 
impact statements will also be made 
available to the public for review at 
the FPA Central Office during normal 
working hours. 

11. Consideration of comments and 
preparation of final environmental 
impact statements. The initiating As- 
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sistant Director, FPA, shall carefully 
reconsider the action in relation to the 
relevant and substantive comments re- 
ceived on the draft environmental 
impact statement and, to the fullest 
extent possible but consistent with 
basic statutory responsibilities govern- 
ing its program operations, shall make 
every attempt to reconcile its action 
with respect to any divergent recom- 
mendations by: 

a. Altering its current plan of action; 

b. Working with the commenting en- 
tities to develop mutually acceptable 
plans or workable compromises; and 

c. Working with any additional enti- 
ties or private groups to initiate addi- 
tional projects or programs designed 
to mitigate environmental impacts. 

The final environmental impact 
statement shall incorporate FPA re- 
sponses to all substantive comments 
submitted by other Federal agencies, 
State and local officials, individuals, 
and groups. The sections of the state- 
ment where change has occurred will 
be marked by a vertical line in the 
margin of the statement unless the 
final differs substantially from the 
draft. All substantive comments re- 
ceived on the draft (or summaries 
thereof where comment has been ex- 
ceptionally voluminous) should be at- 
tached to the final statement. The Ex- 
ecutive Director, FPA, will coordinate 
compilation of comments for forward- 
ing to EPA. 

12. Submission and distribution of 
final environmental impact — sitate- 
ments. a. Following Central Office ap- 
proval of the final EIS (procedure is 
similar to that in subpt. 10b), the initi- 
ating FPA office shall transmit the 
original and three copies of the final 
environmental impact statement as 
soon as practicable to the Executive 
Director, FPA. The original copy of 
the final EIS shall include the original 
copy of all comménts and exhibits re- 
ceived on the draft environmental 
statement. After review and approval, 
copies of the final environmental 
impact statement and comments re- 
ceived shall be sent to the Office of 
General counsel (L) and the Environ- 
mental Affairs Division (PRE). Upon 
review and comment, the final state- 
ment will be sent to the Director, FPA, 
for submission to EPA and appropri- 
ate officials. 

b. Copies of final statements, with 
comments attached, shall be sent’ to 
interested Federal, State, local agen- 
cies, private organizations, clearing- 
houses, and individuals that made sub- 
stantive comments on the draft state- 
ment and to individuals or organiza- 
tions that requested a copy of the 
final statement. Ten copies of the 
final statements shall in all cases be 
sent to the Environmental Protection 
Agency to assist in carrying out its re- 
sponsibilities under section 309 of the 
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Clean Air Act. Where the number of 
comments on a draft statement is such 
that distribution of the final state- 
ment to all commenting entities ap- 
pears impracticable, the Executive Di- 
rector, FPA, will notify PRE and re- 
quest that EPA be consulted concern- 
ing an alternative arrangement for dis- 
tribution of the statement. 

13. Time requirements for review of 
draft and final environmental state- 
ments. a. During the 90-calendar-day 
review period for the draft EIS, the 
action under review shall be held in 
abeyance, nor shall action be taken for 
30- calendar days after EPA has an- 
nounced in the FepERAL REGISTER that 
the statement is available. 

b. A time limit of 45 days is provided 
for comment on the draft statement. 
If no reply is received from those con- 
sulted, it will be presumed that the 
agency or party consulted has no com- 
ment to make. If an agency or party 
requests an extension of time in which 
to comment, an extension of the com- 
menting period of up to 15 calendar 
days may be granted if time permits. 

c. If the final text of an environmen- 
tal impact statement is filed at least 60 
calendar days after the notice of the 
draft is published by EPA in the Frp- 
ERAL REGISTER, the 30-day period and 
90-day. period may run concurrently <o 
the extent that they overlap. 

d. If emergency circumstances make 
it necessary to take a major Federal 
action with significant environmental 
impact without observing the provi- 
sions of the guidelines concerning 
minimum periods for agency review, 
the executive Director, FPA, will 
advise PRE of the nature of the action 
and the need for requesting an excep- 
tion to standard procedures. PRE shall 
consult with EPA concerning alterna- 
tive arrangements. Similarly, if there 
are overriding considerations of ex- 
pense to the Government or impaired 
program effectiveness, the Executive 
Director, FPA, will advise PRE, and 
PRE will consult with EPA concerning 
appropriate modification of the mini- 
mum periods. 

14. Amendment of draft or final en- 
vironmental statement. Assistant Di- 
rectors, FPA, shall keep abreast of any 
substantial changes in the proposed 
action or environmental developments 
which may result in significant im- 
pacts on the proposed action. Supple- 
ments or amendments to draft state- 
ments subsequent to review by PRE 
and L will be issued pursuant to subpt. 
10b of this Attachment and the final 
statements will be issued pursuant to 
subpt. 12b of this Attachment. Notice 
of these circumstances will be given to 
PRE by the Executive Director, FPA. 
PRE shall consult with EPA with re- 
spect to the desirability of recircula- 
tion of the statement for the appropri- 
ate period. 
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15. Responsibility for draft and final 
environmental impact statement prep- 
aration in multiagency action. When 
FPA and one or more agencies directly 
sponsor an action or are directly in- 
‘volved in a group of actions directly 
related to each other because of their 

functional interdependence and geo- 
graphical proximity, a “lead agency” 
shall be designated to assume supervi- 
sory responsibility for preparation of 
the statement. Factors relevant in de- 
termining the appropriate “lead 
agency” include the time sequence in 
which the agencies become involved, 


the magnitude of their involvement, 


and their relative expertise with re- 
spect to the environmental effects of 
the action. Where there is a question 
as to the primary responsibility for 
statement preparation, the matter 
shall be referred to the Environmental 
Affairs Division (PRE) for referral to 
EPA for resolution. In a case where 
FPA is the “lead agency” and one or 
more agencies have partial responsibil- 
ity for the action, the other agencies 
shall be requested to provide to the re- 
sponsible FPA official such informa- 
tion as may be necessary to prepare a 
suitable and complete environmental 
impact statement. If another agency is 
designated to be the “lead agency” the 
criteria for statement preparation by 
that agency shall apply. 

16. Format requirements. a. The 
statement number shall be assigned by 
the Executive Director, FPA, in ac- 
cordance with FPA Information 
System procedures. 

b. A summary sheet shall be pre- 
pared in accordance with the format 
prescribed in appendix I of the guide- 
lines, and it will be attached to the en- 
vironmental impact statement as the 
second page. 

c. A cover sheet shall be prepared 
for each environmental statement in 
accordance with ADM 1095.1A, ch. 2, 
par. 17, figure 2-5. 

{FR Doc. 78-22000 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[6820-22] 
REPORT ON ENVIRONMENTAL ACTIONS 


Real Property Disposal Actions and for Facility 
Planning Actions 


Pursuant to the provisions of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321, et. seq.), and sec- 
tion 1500.6(e) of the Council on Envi- 
ronmental Quality Guidelines for the 
preparation of environmental impact 
statements (38 FR 20550) the follow- 
ing is a list of administrative actions 
for which environmental impact state- 
ments were under preparation by the 
General Services Administration from 
March 1, 1978 through May 31, 1978, 
for real property disposal actions and 
for facility planning actions. Also 
listed are administrative actions for 
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which environmental impact state- 
ments are planned in the future and 
actions for which environmental as- 
sessments were completed with nega- 
tive deciarations. 


Dated: July 18, 1978. 


JAMES B. SHEA, Jr., 
Commissioner, 
Public Buildings Service. 


FactLiry PLANNING ACTIONS 


ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENTS/ 
NEGATIVE DECLARATIONS 


REGION 1 


A. EIS’s in preparation. 

Fort Kent, Maine.—Final EIS for construc- 
tion of a new Border Station. 

Springfield, Mass.—Final EIS for con- 
struction of a new Courthouse-Federal 
Office Building and Parking Facility. 

Boston, Mass.—Final EIS for construction 
of a new Federal Office Building. 

Providence, R.I.—Final EIS for leased con- 
struction of a new Federal Office Building. 
B. EIS’s planned. 

Boston, Mass.—Preliminary draft EIS for 
lease construction of a new Veterans Admin- 
istration Clinic Building. ; 

Houlton, Maine.—Preliminary draft EIS 
for construction of new Border Station. 

C. Environmental assessments completed 
with negative declarations. 

None. 


REGION 2 


A. EIS’s in preparation. 

New York, N.Y. 201 Varick Street.—Draft 
EIS for repair and alteration project to in- 
clude a detention facility for illegal aliens 
(temporarily deferred). 

B. EIS’s planned. 

None. 

C. Environmental assessments completed 

— negative declarations. 

one. ‘ 


REGION 3 
A. EIS’s in Preparation. 

Suitland, Md.—Draft EIS for the Suitland 
Federal Center Master Plan—Southern por- 
tion including Smithsonian Institution 
Museum Support Center. 

Washington, D.C.—Draft EIS for the relo- 
cation and consolidation and new construc- 
tion of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 

Washington, D.C.—Draft EIS for new con- 
struction for the University of the District 
of Columbia. 

Washington, D.C.—Final EIS for the 
ee and alteration of the West Heating 


Washington, D.C.—Final EIS for lease 
1900 Half Street (Buzzard Point). 

Washington, D.C.—Final EIS for the res- 
toration and modernization of the Old Post 
Office. 

Wilkes-Barre, Pa.—Draft EIS for lease 
construction of Federal Office Building. 
B. EIS’s planned. 

None. 
C. Environmental assessments completed 

with negative declarations. 
None. 


REGION 4 
A. EIS’s in preparation. 


Savannah, Ga.—Final EIS for new con- 
struction of a Federal Building and Parking 
Facility. 

Knocville, Tenn.—Draft EIS for new con- 
struction of a Federal Building (temporarily 
deferred). 

Birmingham, Ala.—Draft EIS for new con- 
struction of Federal Building-Courthouse 
and Parking Facility. 

Nashville, Tenn.—Draft EIS for renova- 
tion of Union Station. 

B. EIS’s planned. 

None. 


C. Environmental assessments completed 
with negative declarations. 
Miami, Fla.—New construction of leased 
building for the Immigration and Natural- 
ization Service. 


REGION 5 


A. EIS’s in preparation. 

East St. Louis, [.—Final EIS for con- 
struction of a Federal Building and Court- 
house (temporarily deferred). 

Detroit, Mich.—Final EIS for acquisition, 
repair and alteration of a Secondary Truck 
Inspection Facility for the U.S. Customs 
Service. 

Milwaukee, Wis.—Draft EIS for lease con- 
struction of a Federal Building and Parking 
Facility. 

B. EIS’s planned. 

None. 


C. Environmental assessments completed 
with negative declarations. 
None. 


REGION 6 


A. EIS’s in preparation. 

Omaha, Nebr.—Draft EIS for construction 
of a Federal Office Building. 

Kansas City, Mo.—Draft EIS for the 
repair and alteration of Union Station. 

B. EIS’s planned. 

Kansas City, Kans./Kansas City, Mo. 
(standard metropolitan statistical areas).— 
Preliminary draft EIS for Internal Revenue 
Service-Midwest Service Center. 

C. Environmental assessments completed 

Bagg negative declarations. * 

one. 


REGION 7 


A. EIS’s in preparation. 

El Paso, Tex.—Draft EIS for construction 
of Federal Building and Parking Facility 
and the repair and alteration of Courthouse 
Federal Building Conversion. 

Roma, Tex.—Draft EIS for lease of a 
Border Station. 

B. EIS’s planned. 

None. 


C. Environmental assessments completed 
with negative declarations. 
Little Rock, Ark.—Federal construction 
and repair and alteration of Post Office- 
Courthouse extension. 


REGION 8 


A. EIS’s in preparation. 

Denver Federal Center, Jefferson County, 
Colo.—Draft Master Plan/Draft Environ- 
mental Impact Statement. 

B. EIS’s planned. 

None. 

C. Environmental assessments completed 


with negative deciarations. 
None. 
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A. EIS’s in preparation. 

Los Angeles, Calif.—Final EIS for con- 
struction of a Parking Facility. 

Santa Barbara, Calif.—Draft EIS for lease 
construction of Veterans Administration 
Outpatient Clinic. 

West Los Angeles, Calif.—Draft EIS for 
construction of a Federal Bureau of Investi- 
gation Parking Facility. 

B. EIS’s planned. 

San Francisco, Calif.—Preliminary draft 

EIS for construction of Federal Building. 


C. Environmental assessments completed 
with negative declarations. 
None. 


REGION 10 


A. EIS’s in preparation. 
Anchorage, Alaska—Federal Building.— 
Supplement to the final EIS. 


B. EIS’s planned. 
None. 


C. Environmental assessments completed 
with negative declarations Alaska High- 
way Border Station.—Construction of 
housing for Border Station personnel. 

Cougar, Wash.—Lease space for the Forest 

Service. 


REAL PROPERTY DISPOSAL ACTIONS 


ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENTS/ 
NEGATIVE DECLARATION 


REGION 1 


A. EIS’s in preparation. ; 

Charlestown, R.I.—Draft EIS regarding 
disposal of approximately 604 acres of the 
former Naval Auxiliary Landing Field, pub- 
lished 4-28-78; public comment and review 
period through 6-27-78. 

Newport, North Kingstown, Middletown, 
and Portsmouth, R.I.—Draft EIS regarding 
disposal of approximately 3,200 acres of the 
former Quonset Point Naval Air Station, 
Construction Battalion Center, and U.S. 
Naval Base, published 4-28-78; public com- 
ment and review period through 6-27-78. 


B. EIS’s planned. 
None. 


C. Environmental assessments completed 
with negative declarations. 

South Addison, Maine—Nash Island Light 
Station.—Conveyance through the Depart- 
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare, for 
transfer to the Washington County Cooper- 
ative Board for Vocational Education, 
region No. 6, for educational purposes. 

Middletown, Conn.—Public sale using 
competitive sealed bid procedures subject to 
historic preservation covenants to be incor- 
porated in the deed of conveyance. 


REGION 2 


A. EIS’s in preparation. 

None. 

B. EIS’s planned. 

None. 

C. Environmental Assessments Completed 
with Negative Declarations. 

Hornell, N.Y.—Public sale of 0.18 of an 
acre being a portion of the Hornell Channel 
Improvement Project by competitive bid. 

San Juan, P.R.—Negotiated sale of 91.93 
acres of Fort Buchanan Military Reserva- 
tion to the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico 
for municipal use. 

Township of Oldmans, N.J.—Negotiated 
sale of 5.82 acres being a portion of the Pe- 
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dricktown Disposal Area to the County of 
Salom for municipal use. 

Fishers Island, N.Y.—Public sale of 0.22 of 
an acre of the Coast Guard Station by com- 
petitive bid and 1 acre to Fishers Island 
School District for educational purposes. 

Rochester, N.Y.—Negotiated sale of 0.463 
of an acre being a portion of the Light Sta- 
tion to ConRail for railroad use and 1.342 
acres to Holy Cross Church for educational 


purposes. 

New Windsor, N.Y.—Public sale of 1.4 
acres of the former Naval Reserve Center 
by competitive bid. = 

Aguadilla, P.R.—Negotiated sale of ap- 
proximately 286 acres, 1,498.48 acres for air- 
port use, approximately 750 acres for park 
and recreational use, 1,166.26 acres for edu- 
cational use, 13.29 acres together with water 
and sanitary sewer lines for health use to 
the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, 12.00 
acres to Inter American University for edu- 
cational use and 6.7 acres to the children’s 
medical Relief International for health use 
being a portion of Ramey Air Force Base, 
Aguadilla, Puerto Rico and satellite areas. 

Jersey City, N.J.—Public sale of 12.1 acres 
being a portion of the U.S. Army Reserve 
Center by competitive bid. 


REGION 3 


A. EIS’s in preparation. 
None. 


B. EIS’s planned. 

Draft EIS regarding the disposal of 109.77 
acres and improvements of the Frankford 
Arsenal, Philadelphia, Pa. 


C. Environmental assessment completed 
with negative declarations. 

Anne Arundel County, Md.—Negotiated 
sale of the GSA-Curtis Bay Storage Depot 
to Anne Arundel County for an industrial 
complex. 

Cheltenham, Md.—Assignment of the 
Naval Communications Unit to the Historic 
Conservation and Recreation Service for 
Prince Georges County for public park and 
recreational purposes. 

Gainesville, Va.—Proposed assignment of 
Portion, Vint Hill Farms Station to Depart- 
ment of Transportation for Virginia High- 
way Commission. 


REGION 4 


A. EIS’s in preparation. 
None. 

B. EIS’s planned. 
None. 


C. Environmental assessments completed 
with negative declarations. 

Fort Rucker, Ala.—Public sale of 40 acres 
(Perimeter Lands) of the Fort Rucker Mili- 
tary Reservation by competitive bid. 

Selma, Ala.—Airport conveyance of a pro- 
tion of the Craig AFB to the Craig Field 
Airport and Industrial Authority, Selma, Al- 
abama, for airport purposes; negotiated sale 
of the electrical and gas distribution lines, 
as well as the telephone system, to the 
Craig Field Airport and Industrial Authori- 
ty and/or servicing companies for continued 
use as utility systems; assignment of por- 
tions of the utility systems to the Depart- 
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare for 
subsequent conveyance to the appropriate 
public body for public health purposes; as- 
signment of approximately 99 acres to the 
Department of Health, Education, and Wel- 
fare for subsequent conveyance to the Ala- 
bama Department of Public Safety, George 
C. Wallace Community College, Dallas 
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County Board of Education, and Selma- 
Dallas County Public Library for various 
educational purposes; assignment of a 2.08- 
acre portion to the Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare for subsequent con- 
veyance to the Dallas County Health De- 
partment for public health purposes; assign- 
ment of 344.90-acre portion to the Heritage 
Conservation and Recreation Service for 
subsequent conveyance to the City of 
Selma/Dallas County for park and recre- 
ational purposes; negotiated sale of approxi- 
mately 50.32 acres to the Craig Field Air- 
port and Industrial Authority for controlled 
development purposes; negotiated sale of 
approximately 132.54 acres to the Selma 
Housing Authority for public housing or by 
public sale by competitive bid. 

Cecil Field, Fla.—Public sale of Building 
No. 39 at the Naval Air Station by competi- 
tive bid for offsite removal. 

Florida City, Fla.—Public sale of 1.07 
acres of the ILS Outer Marker (KYVP) by 
corapetitive bid. 

Orlando, Fla.—Airport conveyance of a 
portion of the U.S. Army Reserve Center 
No. 3 at the former McCoy AFB and the 
Alert Facility Complex at McCoy AFB to 
the City of Orlando for airport purposes. 

Mammoth Cave, Ky.—Public sale of Build- 
ing No. 193 at-the Mammoth Cave National 
Park by competitive bid for offsite removal. 

Natchez, Miss.—Public sale of Feltus 
House No. 2 at the Natchez Trace Parkway 
by competitive bid for offsite removal. 

Jacksonville, N.C.—Negotiated sale of ‘a 
portion of the Camp Lejeune Marine Corps 
Base (Hubert by-pass area) to Onslow 
County, N.C., for the construction of a vol- 
unteer fire department. 

Chattanooga, Tenn.—Assignment of a por- 
tion of the Volunteer Army Ammunition 
Plant, Parcel “C” to the Heritage Conserva- 
tion and Recreation Service for subsequent 
conveyance to Hamilton County, Tenn., for 
park and recreational purposes. 


REGION 5 


A. EIS’s in preparation. 
None. 

B. EIS’s planned. 
None. 


C. Environmental assessments completed 
with negative declarations. 

Jacksonville, [l.—Former U.S. Post 
Office, 301 E. State Street. Property con- 
sists of a single story masonry building, with 
basement, on a 0.59 acre site of fee-owned 
land. Proposed disposal by negotiated sale 
to Morgan County. 

Grosse Ile, Mich.—Former U.S. Post Office 
Site. Property consists.of a rectangular site 
measuring 150 feet of frontage on Macomb 
Street with a depth of 327 feet. The site is 
unimproved. Proposed disposal by sealed bid 
sale to the general public. 

Matinsville, Ind.—Government-owned ma- 
chinery and equipment. Property consists of 
30 items of metal cutting equipment and 
metal testing items located in a contractor- 
owned plant. Proposed disposal by sale to 
Twigg Corporation, the operating contrac- 
tor, by negotiated sale. 

Pontiac, Mich.—Former Federal Building, 
Huron and Perry Streets. Property consists 
of a 0.63 acre square tract improved with a 
two-story masonry, stone and steel-sash 
Federal Building, with full basement. The 
building occupies about three quarters of 
the site. Proposed disposal by conveyance 
through Heritage Conservation and Recrea- 
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tion Service to city of Pontiac for recreation 
and cultural purposes. 

Kokomo, Ind.—Former U.S. Post Office, 
Mulberry and Union Streets. Property con- 
sists of a 0.84 acre lot measuring 132 feet by 
280 feet improved with a one-story and par- 
tial two-story post office building. Proposed 
disposal by negotiated sale to Howard 
County. 

Chicago, I[l.—Chicago Administration 
Center, 1819 W. Pershing Road. Property 
consists of 10.6 acres of fee-owned land, 0.98 
acre of easements, and is improved with five 
buildings containing 1.8 million square feet, 
railroad tracks, paved driveways and park- 
ing areas, and fencing. Proposed disposal by 
sealed bid sale as a unit or in 3 parcels, each 
parcel to consist of one major building and 
the land to the rear of the building. 


REGION 6 


A. EiS’s in preparation. 
None. 

B. EIS’s planned. 
None. 


C. Environmental assessments completed 
with negative declarations. 

Geary County, Kans.—Assignment of 
119.5 acre portion of Milford Lake to the 
Department of Health, Education, and Wel- 
fare for conveyance to the Kansas State 
University for research. 

Salina, Kans.—Negotiated sale to the city 
of Salina, Kans., or a public sale of Schilling 
Manor Housing Area containing approxi- 
mately 284.13 acres. 

Festus, Mo.—Public sale of 0.467 acre im- 
proved with a Post Office building by com- 
petitive bid. 

Geary County, Kans.—Public sale of 8.71 
acre portion of Milford Lake by competitive 
bid. 


REGION 7 


A. EIS’s in preparation. . 

Jonesboro, Ark.—Negotiated sale of 90.6 
acre of land with Federal building and 
Courthouse located thereon to City of 
Jonesboro and County of Craighead, Ark., 
to be used as office space for parks depart- 
ment, building inspector’s department, 
police department and courtrooms. 

B. EIS’s Planned 

None. 


C. Environmental assessments completed 
with negative declarations. 

Castner Range, Fort Bliss, Tex.—Negotiat- 
ed sale of 14.118 acres of land with city of El 
Paso, Tex. for use as a detention basin to ac- 
commodate storm water runoff. 

Fort Bliss, El Paso, Tex.—Propose transfer 
of 1,296.256 acres of land in El Paso County, 
Tex. to Department of the Army for contin- 
ued use as a training area by Fort Bliss, 
Tex. 

Cimmaron County, Okla.—Seaied bid sale 
of house at Keyes Helium Plant, Okla. for 
off-site removal. 


REGION 8 


A. EIS’s in preparation. 

None. 

B. EIS’s planned. 

None. 

C. Environmental assessments completed 
with negative declarations. 

Denver, Colo.—Federal transfer of 0.46- 
acre fee and 187.71 acre easement at Lowry 
Air Force Base to Federal Aviation Adminis- 
tration. 


NOTICES 


Glacier National Park, Mont.—Public sale 
of the former National Park Service Log 
Building by competitive bid. 

Watertown, S. Dak.—Public sale of the 
former Postal Service unimproved lot by 
competitive bid. 

Arlington, S. Dak.—Public sale of the 
former Bureau of Reclamation Radio Tower 
Site by competitive bid. 


REGION 9 


A. EIS’s in preparation. 

Negative. 

B. EIS’s planned. 

Novato, Calif.—Draft EIS regarding dis- 
posal of approximately 1,745 acres of the 
former Hamilton Air Force Base. 

C. Environmental assessments completed 
with negative declaration. 

Tonopah, Nev.—Transfer to the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture approximately 0.60 acre 
improved with four one-story duplexes. The 
property was formerly a portion of the AEC 
Housing Complex and will be used for hous- 
ing for Forest Service employees who will be 
responsible for administering the Youth 
Conservation Corps and Young Adult Con- 
servation Corps programs. 

Merced County, Calif.—Convey to Califor- 
nia State Department of Fish and Game ap- 
proximately 114.98 acres of a portion of the 
Central Valley Project, San Luis Canal 
Right of Way for conservation of wildlife. 

San Pedro, Calif.—Transfer approximate- 
ly 6.40 acres of land improved with seven- 
teen buildings to the Department of Health, 
Education, and Welfare. Identified as the 
Hospital Area at Fort MacArthur, the prop- 
erty will be used as an Indian Health Serv- 
ice Ambulatory Care Center. 

Oakland, Calif.—Amendment to previous 
determination on the U.S. Naval Hospital, 
San Leandro Annex revises the proposed 
disposal action to a sealed bid sale of ap- 
proximately 28.52 acres of land. 

Boron, Calif.—Transfer approximately 
1.72 acres fee and 9.40 acres easements and 
improvements of Boron Air Force Station to 
the Federal Aviation Administration for 
continued use of the long range radar facili- 
ty; convey approximately 640 acres to the 
State of California Department of Fish and 
Game for wildlife conservation; public sale 
of approximately 174 acres fee, 23.64 acres 
easements and improvements by competi- 
tive bid. 

Long Beach, Calif.—Negotiated sale of 
20.56 acres of the U.S. Naval Station, Lex- 
ington Defense Housing Area to the city of 
Long Beach. ; 


REGION 10 


A. EIS’s in preparation. 

None. 

B. EIS’s planned. 

None. 

C. Environmental assessments completed 
with negative declaration. 

Washington County, Oreg.—Public sale of 
approximately 0.507 acre together with a 
single-story building located in the city of 
Hillsboro. 

Deschutes County, Oreg.—Negotiated sale 
of approximately 1.15 acres being a portion 
of Block 21, Davidson’s Addition to the city 
of Sisters. 

Snohomish County, Wash.—Public sale of 
approximately 24.82 acres of unimproved 
land located near the city of Everett. 


{FR Doc. 78-21999 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[1505-01] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 


Food And Drug Administration 
{Docket No. 78-N-0124) 


UPJOHN CO.; DEPO-PROVERA STERILE 
AQUEOUS SUSPENSION 


Opportunity for Hearing on Proposal To Refuse 


To Approve Supplemental New Drug Appii- 
cation 


Correction 


In FR Doc. 78-17860 appearing at 
Page 28555 in the issue of Friday, June 
30, 1978, the following corrections 
should be made. 

1. In the last full paragraph of the. 
middle column on page 28555 the full 
address for the Food and Drug Admin- 
istration should read “5600 Fishers 
Lane, Rockville, Md. 20857.” 

2. The second line of the third para- 
graph in the third column on page 
28555 should read “(NDA 12-541/S- 
004)’’. 





[4110-03] 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE 


Food and Drug Administration 
{Docket No. 77N-0152] 


SUBTHERAPEUTIC ANTIBACTERIAL AGENTS IN 
ANIMAL FEEDS 


Availability of Draft Environmental impact 
Statement: 


| 
AGENCY: Food and Drug Administra- 
tion. 


ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The agency announces 
the availability of a draft environmen- 
tal impact statement prepared by the 
Bureau of Veterinary Medicine. The 
statement addresses the environmen- 
tal impact of several proposals to re- 
strict the subtherapeutic use of cer- 
tain antibacterials in animal feeds. 


DATE: Comments onthe draft state- 
ment by October 10, 1978. 


ADDRESSES: Copies of the draft 
statement are available from the Hear- 
ing Clerk (HFA-305), Food and Drug 
Administration, 4-65, 5600 Fishers 
Lane, Rockville, Md. 20857, or the 
Office of the Associate Commissioner 
for Public Affairs, Food and Drug Ad- 
ministration, 15B-42, 5600 Fishers 
Lane, Rockville, Md. 20857; written 
comments on the statement to the 
Hearing Clerk (HFA-305) at the above 
address. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 
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Susan E. Feinman, Bureau of Veteri- 
nary Medicine (HFV—130), Food and 
Drug Administration, Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, 
5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, Md. 
20857, 301-443-1414. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
The agency’s notice of intent to pro- 
pose rules was published in the FEepEr- 
AL REGISTER of May 27, 1977 (42 FR 
27264). The notice called for the sub- 
mission of environmental impact data 
for a series of proposals, to be pub- 
lished, which would restrict the sub- 
therapeutic use of penicillin and tetra- 
cycline (chlortetracycline and oxyte- 
tracycline) in animal feeds. 

Subsequently, the Bureau of Veteri- 
nary Medicine proposed to withdraw 
the use of penicillin with streptomycin 
on June 10, 1977 (42 FR 29928), and 
penicillin on August 30, 1977 (42 FR 
43770), and proposed to restrict the 
subtherapeutic use of the tetracyclines 
(chlortetracycline and oxytetracyline) 
on October. 21, 1977 (42 FR 56254). Ad- 
ditionally, the agency proposed to re- 
strict the distribution of animal feeds 
containing penicillin and the tetracy- 
clines on January 20, 1978 (43 FR 
3032). 

Notice is hereby given that the 
Bureau of Veterinary Medicine has 
prepared a document entitled, “Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement— 
Subtherapeutic Antibacterial Agents 
in Animal Feeds,” which addresses the 
environmental impact of the proposals 
to limit the subtherapeutic use of 
penicillin and the tetracyclines in 
animal feeds. Copies of the statement 
are available from the Office of the 
Associate Commissioner for Public Af- 
fairs or from the Hearing Clerk at the 
above addresses. 

All interested persons are requested 
to submit five copies of comments on 
this draft statement to the Hearing 
Clerk at the above address on or 
before October 10, 1978. All comments 
received shall be available for public 
examination at the office of the Hear- 
ing Clerk at the above address, from 9 
am. to 4 p.m., Monday through 
Friday. 

The statement is issued under the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969, Pub. L. 91-190 (sec. 102(2)(C), 83 
Stat. 853 (42 U.S.C. 4332)), the Council 
on. Environmental Quality guidelines 
published in the FEDERAL REGISTER of 
August 1, 1973 (38 FR 20550), Execu- 
tive Order 11514 of March 7, 1970 (35 
FR 4247), and the Food and Drug Ad- 
ministration’s environmental regula- 
tions (21 CFR Part 25). 


Dated: July 31, 1978. 


C. D. VAN HOUWELING, 
Director, Bureau of 
Veterinary Medicine. 


(FR Doc. 78-21792 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


NOTICES 


[4110-08] 
National institutes of Heatth 
BOARD OF SCIENTIFIC COUNSELORS, NIDR 
Meeting 


Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the 
Board of Scientific Counselors, Na- 
tional Institute of Dental Research, 
National Institutes of Health, Bethes- 
da, Md., on September 13-14, 1978, in 
Building 30, Conference Room 117. 
This meeting will be open to the 
public on September 13, from 1:30 p.m. 
to adjournment, and September 14, 
from 9 a.m. to adjournment, to discuss 
the research direction and activities of 
the Laboratories of the National Insti- 
tute of Dental Research. Attendance 
by the public will be limited to space 
available. 

In accordance with the provisions 
set forth in section 552(b)(6), Title 5, 
U.S. Code and Section 10(d) of Pub. L. 
92-463, the meeting will be closed to 
the public on September 13 from 9 
a.m. to 1:30 p.m., for the review, dis- 
cussion and evaluation of individual 
programs and projects conducted by 
the National Institute of Dental Re- 
search, National Institutes of Health, 
including consideration of individual 
intramural programs, personnel quali- 
fications and performance, the compe- 
tence of individual investigators, and 
similar items, the disclosure of which 
would constitute a clearly unwarrant- 
ed invasion of personal privacy. 

Dr. Marie U. Nylen, Director of In- 
tramual Research, National Institute 
of Dental Research, National Insti- 
tutes of Health, Building 30, Room 
132, Bethesda, Md. 20014, telephone 
301-496-1483 will provide summaries 
of meetings, rosters of committee 
members, and substantive program in- 
formation. 


Dated: July 24, 1978. 


SUZANNE L. FREMEAU, 
Committee Management Officer, 
National Institutes of Health. 


{FR Doc. 78-22025 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4110-08] 


BOARD OF SCIENTIFIC COUNSELORS DIVISION 
OF CANCER TREATMENT 


. Meeting 


Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the 
Board of Scientific Counselors, DCT, 
National Cancer Institute, October 16- 
17, 1978, Building 31, 6th floor, “‘C” 
wing, Conference Room 10, National 
Institutes of Health. This meeting will 
be open to the public on October 16, 
1978, from 8:30 a.m. to 5 p.m., and 
again on October 17, 1978, from 8:30 
a.m. to 4:30 p.m. to review program 
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plans, budget and management of NCI 
reorganization incorporating treat- 
ment grants into the DCT program. 
Attendance by the public will be limit- 
ed to space available. 

In accordance with the provisions 

set forth in Section 552b(c)(6), Title 5, 
U.S. Code and Section 10(d) of Pub. L. 
92-463, the meeting will be closed to 
the public on October 16, 1972, from 
6:30 p.m. to 9:30 p.m., for the review, 
discussion, and evaluation of individu- 
al programs and projects conducted by 
the National Institutes of Health, in- 
cluding consideration of personnel 
qualifications and performance, the 
competence of individual investigators, 
and similar items, the disclosure of 
which would constitute a clearly un- 
warranted invasion of personal priva- 
cy. 
Dr. Vincent T. DeVita, Director, Di- 
vision of Cancer Treatment, National 
Cancer Institute, Building 31, Room 
3A-52, National Institutes of Health, 
Bethesda, Md. 20014 301-496-4291, will 
furnish summaries of meetings, rosters 
of committee members, and substan- 
tive program information. 


Dated: July 24, 1978. 


SUZANNE L. FREMEAU, 
Committee Management Officer, 
National Institutes of Health. 


(FR Doc. 78-22033 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4110-08] 


CLINICAL APPLICATIONS AND PREVENTION 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE 


Meeting 


Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the 
Clinical Applications and Prevention 
Advisory Committee, Division of Heart 
and Vascular Diseases, National Heart, 
Lung, and Blood Institute, September 
12, 1978, Federal Building, Conference 
Room 6C01, Bethesda, Md. 

This meeting will be open to the 
public on September 12 from 9 a.m. to 
adjournment, when the Committee 
will discuss the status of new initia- 
tives and review the programs in the 
Epidemiology, Clinical Trials and Pre- 
ventive Cardiology Branches. Attend- 
ance by the public will be limited to 
space available. 

Mr. York Onnen, Chief, Public In- 
quiries and Reports Branch, Nationai 
Heart, Lung, and Blood Institute, 
Building 31, Room 5A03, National In- 
stitutes of Health, Bethesda, Md. 
20014, phone 301-496-4236, will pro- 
vide summaries of the meeting and 
rosters of the Committee members. 

Dr. William J. Zukel, Executive Sec- 
retary of the Committee, Federal 
Building, Room 4C10, Bethesda, Md. 
20014, phone 301-496-2533, will fur- 
nish substantive program information. 
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(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 13.837, National Institutes of 
Health.) 


Dated: July 20, 1978. 


Suzanne L. FREMEAU, 
Committee Management Officer, 
National Institutes of Health. 


{FR Doc. 78-22024 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


r 


[4110-08] 


NATIONAL ADVISORY ENVIRONMENTAL 
HEALTH SCIENCES COUNCIL 


Meeting 


Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the Na- 
tional Advisory Environmental Health 
Sciences Council, National Institute of 
Environmental Health Sciences, Sep- 
tember 18-19, 1978, in Building 18 
Conference’ Room, National Institute 
of Environmental Health Sciences, Re- 
search Triangle Park, N.C. 

This meeting will be open to the 
public on September 18, 1978, from 9 
a.m. to approximately 12 noon to dis- 
cuss program policies and _ issues, 
recent legislation, interagency activi- 
ties, program planning and other 
items of interest. Attendance by the 
public will be limited to space availa- 
ble. 

In accordance with the provisions 
set forth in sections 552b(c)(4) and 
552b(c6), Title 5 U.S. Code and Sec- 
tion 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463, the meet- 
ing will be closed to the public on Sep- 
tember 18, 1978, from 1 p.m. to ad- 
journment on September 19, 1978, for 
the review, discussion and evaluation 
of individual grant applications. 

Leota B. Staff, Committee Manage- 
ment Officer, NIEHS, Westwood 
Building, Room 340, Bethesda, Md. 
20014, 301-496-7483, will provide sum- 
maries of the meeting and rosters of 
Council members. 

Dr. Wilford L. Nusser, Associate Di- 
rector for Extramural Program, Na- 
tional Institute of Environmental 
Health Sciences, P.O. Box 12233, Re- 
search Triangle Park, North Carolina 
27709, 919-755-4015, will furnish sub- 
stantive program information. 

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 


Program Nos. 13.872, 13.873, 13.874, 13.875, 
National Institutes of Health) 


Dated: August 2, 1978. 


THOMAS E. MALONE, 
Deputy Director, 
National Institutes of Health. 
{FR Doc. 78-22027 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


NOTICES 


[4110-08] 
NATIONAL ADVISORY EYE COUNCIL 
Meeting 


Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the Na- 
tional Advisory Eye Council, National 
Eye Institute, September 20, 21, and 
22, 1978, Building 31, Conference 
Room No. 7; National Institutes of 
Health, Bethesda, Md. 

This meeting will convene each day 
at 9 a.m. and will be open to the public 
from 9 a.m. until noon on September 
20 for opening remarks by the Direc- 
tor, National Eye Institute, discussion 
of procedural matters, and presenta- 
tions by the extramural staff of the 
National Eye Institute. Attendance by 
the public will be limited to space 


“available. 


In accordance with provisions set 
forth in sections 552b(c)(4) .and 
552b(cX6), Title 5, U.S. Code and sec- 
tion 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463, the meet- 
ing will be closed to the public from 1 
p.m. until adjournment on Wednes- 
day, September 20, and the entire day 
on Thursday and Friday, September 
21 and 22, until adjournment for the 
review, discussion and evaluation of in- 
dividual grant applications. These ap- 
plications and the discussions could 
reveal confidential trade secrets or 
commercial property such as patent- 
able material, and personal informa- 
tion concerning individuals associated 
with the applications. 

Mr. Julian Morris, Chief, Office of 
Scientific Reports and Program Plan- 
ning, National Eye Institute, Building 
31, Room 6A-25, AC 301-496-5248, will 
provide summaries of meetings and 
rosters of committee members. 

Dr. Ronald G. Geller, Acting Asso- 
ciate Director for Extramural and Col- 
laborative Programs, National Eye In- 
stitute, Building 31, Room 6A-04, will 
furnish substantive program informa- 
tion. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Nos. 13.867, 13.868, 13.869, 13.870, 
and 13.871, National Institutes of Health) 


Dated: July 24, 1978. 


Suzanne L. FREMEAU, 
Committee Management Officer, 
National Institutes of Health. 


{FR Doc. 7178-22028 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4110-08] 


NATIONAL ADVISORY GENERAL MEDICAL 
SCIENCES COUNCIL 


Meeting 


Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the Na- 
tional Advisory. General Medical Sci- 
ences Council, National Institute of 
General Medical Sciences, National In- 


stitutes. of Health, September 8-9, 
1978, building 31, conference room 10. 

This meeting will be open to the 
public on September 8, 1978, from 9 
a.m. to 12 noon for opening remarks; 
report of the Director, NIGMS; and 
other business of the Council. Attend- 
ance by the public will be limited to 
space available. 

In accordance with provisions set 
forth in title 5, United States Code 
552b(c)(4) and 552b(c)(6), the meeting 
will be closed to the public on Septem- 
ber 8, 1978, from 12 noon to 5 p.m. and 
on September 9,-1978, from 9 a.m. to 
adjournment for the review, discus- 
sion, and evaluation of individual 
grant applications. These applications 
could reveal confidential trade secrets 
or commercial property such as pat- 
entable material, and personal infor- 
mation concerning individuals associ- 
ated with the applications. 

Mr. Paul Deming, Public Informa- 
tion Officer, National Institute of 
General Medical Sciences, National In- 
stitutes of Health, Room  9A05, 
Westwood Building, Bethesda, Md. 
20014, telephone 301-496-7301, will 
provide a summary of the meeting and 
a roster of council members. 

Dr. Ruth L. Krischstein, Executive 
Secretary, NAGMS Council, National 
Institutes of Health, Building 31, 
Room 4A52, Bethesda, Md. 20014, tele- 
phone 301-946-5231 will provide sub- 
stantive program information. 


(Catalog of Federal domestic assistance pro- 
grams Nos. 13-859, 13-860, 13-861, 13-862, 
13-863, National Institutes of Health.) 


Dated: July 24, 1978. 


SUZANNE L. FREMEAU, 
Committee Management Officer, 
National Institutes of Health. 


{FR Doc. 78-22023 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4110-08] 


NATIONAL HEART, LUNG, AND BLOOD ADVi- 
SORY COUNCIL AND ITS MANPOWER SUB- 
COMMITTEE AND RESEARCH SUBCOMMITTEE 


Meeting 


Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the Na- 
tional Heart, Lung, and Blood Adviso- 
ry Council, National Heart, Lung, and 
Blood Institute, September 21, 22, and 
23, 1978, National Institutes of Health, 
building 31, conference room 10, at 9 
a.m. ' 

This meeting will be open to the 
public on September 21 from 9 a.m. to 


’ approximately 3:30 p.m., to discuss 


program policies and issues. Attend- 
ance by the public is limited to space 
available. In addition, meetings of the 
Manpower Subcommittee and the Re- 
search Subcommittee of the. above 
Council will be held September 20, 
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1978, at 8 p.m. in building 31, confer- 
ence rooms 9 and 10 respectively. 

In accordance with the provisions 
set forth in sections 552b(c)(4) and 
§52b(c)(6), title 5, United States Code, 
and section 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463, 
the meeting of the Council will be 
closed to the public on September 21 
from 3:30 p.m. until recess, and on 
September 22 from 9 a.m. to adjourn- 
ment on September 23 for the review, 
discussion, and evaluation of individu- 
al grant applications. The Manpower 
Subcommittee and the Research Sub- 
committee of the above Council! will be 
closed from 8 p.m. to adjournment on 
September 20, also for the review, dis- 
cussion, and evaulation of individual 
grant applications. These applications 
and the discussions could reveal confi- 
dential trade secrets or commercial 
property such as patentable material, 
and personal information concerning 
individuals associated with the appli- 
cations. 

Mr. York Onnen, Chief, Public In- 
quiries and Reports Branch, National 
Heart, Lung, and Blood Institute, 
Building 31, Room 5A03, National In- 
stitutes of Health, Bethesda, Md. 
20014, 301-496-4236, will provide sum- 
maries of the meetings and rosters of 
the Council members. 

Dr. Jerome G. Green, Director of 
Extramural Affairs, NHLBI, 
Westwood Building, Room 7A17, 301- 
496-7416, will provide substantive pro- 
gram information. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Nos. 13.837, 13.838, and 13.839, Na- 
tional Institutes of Health.) 


Dated: July 24, 1978. 


SuZANNE L. FREMEAU, 
Committee Management Officer, 
National Institutes of Health. 


CFR Doc. 78-22030 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4110-08] 
MAMMALIAN CELL LINES COMMITTEE 
Meeting 


Pursuant to Pub. L. 93-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the 
Mammalian Cell Lines Committee, Na- 
tional Institute of General Medical 
Sciences on September 28, 1978, 9 a.m., 
Room 910 Westwood Building, 5333 
Westbard Avenue, Bethesda, Md. 

This meeting wiil be open to the 
public on September 28, from 9 a.m. to 
12 noon for opening remarks and dis- 
cussion of procedural matters and 
issues relevant to the committee’s re- 
sponsiblities. Attendance by the public 
will be limited to space available. 

In accordance with provisions set 
forth in title 5, U.S. Code 552b(c)(6), 
the meeting will be closed to the 
public on September 28 from 12 noon 
until adjournment, for the review, dis- 

- eussion, and evaluation of institutional 
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training grant applications in genetics. 
These applications could disclose in- 
formation of a personal nature where 
disclosure would constitute a clearly 
unwarranted invasion of persona! pri- 
vacy. 

Mr. Paul Deming, Research Reports 
Officer, NIGMS, Westwood Building, 
Room 9A05, Bethesda, Md. 20014, 
Telephone 301-496-7301, will furnish 
summary minutes of the meeting and 
a roster of committee members. 


Dr. John Dalton, Acting Executive 
Secretary, Mammalian Ceil Lines 
Committee, Westwood Building, Room 
949, Telephone 301-496-7061, will fur- 
nish substantive program information. 


(Catalog of Federal domestic assistance pro- 
gram 13-862, General Medical Sciences Ge- 
netics Program.) 


Dated: August 2, 1978. 


THOMAS E. MALONE, 
Deputy Director, 
National Institutes of Health. 
{FR Doc. 78-22031 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4110-08] 


NATIONAL ADVISORY NEUROLOGICAL AND 
COMMUNICATIVE DISORDERS AND STROKE 
COUNCIL 


Meeting 


Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the Na- 
tional Advisory Neurological and Com- 
municative Disorders and Stroke 
Council, National Institutes of Health, 
October 5, 6, and 7, 1978, at 9 a.m. in 
Building 31-C, Conference Room 6, 
Bethesda, Md. 20014. The meeting will 
be open to the public from 9 a.m. until 
11:30 a.m. on October 5, 1978, to dis- 
cuss program planning and program 
accomplishments. Attendance by the 
public will be limited to space availa- 
ble. In accordance with the provisions 
set forth in sections 552b(c)(4), and 
552b(c(6) of Title 5, U.S. Code and 
section 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463, the 
meeting will be closed to the public 
from 11:30 a.m. on October 5, 1978, 
until the conclusion of the meeting 
that day, and from 8:30 a.m. until 6 
p.m. on October 6 and 7, 1978, for 
review, discussion and evaluation of re- 
search grant applications and applica- 
tions for teacher-investigator awards, 
research career development awards, 
individual national research service 
awards and institutional national re- 
search service awards. These applica- 
tions and the discussion could reveal 
contidential frade secrets or commer- 
cial property such as patentable mate- 
rial and personal information concern- 
ing individuals associated with the ap- 
plications. 

The Chief, Office of Scientific and 
Health Reports, Miss Sylvia Shaffer, 
Building 31, Room  8A06, NIH, 
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NINCDS, Bethesda, Md., telephone 
301-496-5751, will furnish summaries 
of the meeting and rosters of commit- 
tee members. 

Dr. J. Buckminster Ranney, Execu- 
tive Secretary, Federal Building, 
Room 1016, Bethesda, Md. 20014, tele- 
phone 301-496-9248, will furnish sub- 
stantive program information. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program Nos. 13.851, 13.852, 13.853, 13.854, 
National Institutes of Health.) 


Dated: July 28, 1978. 


SUZANNE L. FREMEAU, 
Committee Management Officer, 
National Institutes of Health. 


{FR Doc. 78-22032 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4110-08] 


NATIONAL ADVISORY NEUROLOGICAL AND 
COMMUNICATIVE DISORDERS AND STROKE 
COUNCIL PLANNING SUBCOMMITTEE 


Meeting 


Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the Na- 
tional Advisory Neurological and Com- 
municative Disorders and Stroke 
Council Planning Subcommittee, Sep- 
tember 21, 1978, at 8:30 a.m., in the 
Lobby Room, The Holiday Inn, 5520 
Wisconsin Avenue, Bethesda, Md. The 
meeting will be open to the public 
from 8:30 a.m. to 10:30 a.m. on Sep- 
tember 21, 1978, to discuss program 
planning and program accomplish- 
ments. Attendance by the public will 
be limited to space available. In ac- 
cordance with the provisions set forth 
in sections 552b(c)(4) and 552b(c)(6) of 
Title 5, U.S. Code and section 10(d) of 
Pub. L. 92-463, the meeting will be 
closed to the public from 10:30 a.m. on 
September 21, 1978, to adjournment 
on September 21, 1978. The portion of 
the meeting being closed involves the 
review, discussion, and evaluation of 
individual grant applications. These 
applications and the discussion could 
reveal confidential trade secrets or 
commercial property such as patent- 
able material, and personal informa- 
tion concerning individuals associated 
with the applications. 

The Chief, Office of Scientific and 
Health Reports, Miss Sylvia Shaffer, 
Building 31, Room 8A06, NIH, 
NINCDS, Bethesda, Md., telephone, 
301-496-5751, will furnish summaries 
of the meeting and rosters of commit- 
tee members. 

Dr. OC. Maicolm Ray, Executive Se¢- 
retary of the Committee, Room 1020¢', 
Federal Building, NIH, NINCDS, Bé- 
thesda, Md., telephone, 301-496-9234, 
will provide substantive program " 
formation. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic nenietiiinde 
Program Nos. 13.851, 13.852, 13.853, 13. 854 
Nationa! Institutes of Health.) 
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Dated: July 28, 1978. 


Suzanne L. FREMEAU, 
Committee Management Officer, 
National Institutes of Health. 


{FR Doc. 78-22029 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4110-08] 


STATE-OF-THE-ART CONFERENCE ON LUNG 
CANCER 
Meeting 

Notice is hereby given of a State-of- 
the-Art Conference on Lung Cancer 
Screening to be sponsored by the Divi- 
sion of Cancer Control and Rehabilita- 
tion, National Cancer Institute to be 
held in the Sheraton Hotel, Reston, 
Va., on September 18-20, 1978. 

The meeting will be open to the 
public from 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. on Sep- 
tember 18-19, 1978 and from 9 a.m. to 
adjournment on September 20, 1978 to 
discuss and review the scientific basis 
of methods for early detection of lung 
cancer, and to estimate the results to 
be expected from their use. Attend- 
ance by the public will be limited to 
space available. 

Dr. Margaret H. Sloan, Special As- 
sistant for Liaison, 8300 Colesville 
Road, Blair Building, Room 722, Silver 
Spring, Md. 20910, 301-427-7298 will 
provide additional information. 


Dated: August 1, 1978. 


THomaAS E. MALONE, 
Deputy Director, 
National Institutes of Health. 
{FR Doc. 78-22026 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4110-08] 


BLADDER AND PROSTATIC CANCER REVIEW 
COMMITTEE, SUBCOMMITTEE FOR PROSTAT- 
iC CANCER 


Meeting « 


Pursuant to Pub L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the 
Subcommittee for Prostatic Cancer, 
National Cancer Institute, September 
6, 1978, Roswell Park Research Study 
Center, 666 Elm Street, Roswell Park 
Memorial Institute, Buffalo, N.Y. 

The entire meeting will be open to 
the public from 8:30 a.m. to adjourn- 
ment to review the national prostatic 
project. Attendance by the public will 
be limited to space available. 

Mrs. Marjorie F. Early, Committee 
Management Officer, National Cancer 
Institute, Building 31, Room 4B43, Na- 
tional Institutes of Health Bethesda, 
Md. 20014, 301-496-5708, will furnish a 
summary of the meeting and rosters 
of members, upon request. 

Dr. Andrew Chiarodo, Executive 
Secretary, Westwood Building, Room 
853, National Cancer Institute, Bethes- 


NOTICES 


da, Md., 20014, 301-496-7194, will pro- 
vide substantive program information. 


Dated: July 31, 1978. 


THOMAS E. MALONE, 
Deputy Director, 
National Institutes of Health. 
{FR Doc.-78-22021 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4110-08] 


CHEMICAL SELECTION SUBGROUP OF THE 
CLEARINGHOUSE ON ENVIRONMENTAL 
CARCINOGENS 


Mesting 


Notice is hereby given to change the 
meeting date of the Chemical Selec- 
tion Subgroup of the Clearinghouse 
on Environmental Carcinogens, Na- 
tional Cancer Institute, National Insti- 
tutes of Health, from August 29, 1978, 
to August 30, 1978, which was pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER on 
June 30, 1978 (43 FR 28562). 


Dated: July 27, 1978. 


SUZANNE L. FREMEAU, 
Committee Management Officer, 
National Institutes of Health. 


[FR Doc. 78-22019 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am) 


[4110-08] 


CONTRACT PROPOSALS AND GRANT 
APPLICATIONS 


Meetings for Review 


Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meetings of com- 
mittees advisory to the National 
Cancer Institute. 
~ These meetings will be open to the 
public to discuss administrative details 
or other issues relating to committee 
business as indicated in the notice. At- 
tendance by the public will be limited 
to space available. 

These meetings will be closed to the 
public as indicated below in accord- 
ance with the provisions set forth in 
sections 552b(c)(4) and 552b(c)(6), title 
5, United States Code, and section 
10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463, for the review, 
discussion, and evaluation of individu- 
al contract proposals and grant appli- 
cations, as indicated. These proposals 
and applications and the discussions 
could reveal confidential trade secrets 
or commercial property such as pat- 
entable material, and personal infor- 
mation concerning individuals associ- 
ated with the proposals and the appli- 
cations. 

Mrs. Marjorie F. Early, Committee 
Management. Officer, NCI, Building 
31, Room 4B43, National Institutes of 
Health, Bethesda, Md. 20014, 301-496- 
5708, will furnish summaries of the 
meetings and rosters of committee 
members, upon request. Other infor- 
mation pertaining to the meeting can 


be obtained from the executive secre- 
tary indicated. Meetings will be held 
at the National Institutes of Health, 
9000 Rockville Pike, Bethesda, Md. 
20014, unless otherwise stated. 


Name of committee: Large Bowel and Pan- 
creatic Cancer Review Committee (Large 
Bowel Subcommittee). 

Dates: September 7-8, 1978; 7:30 p.m. 

Place: Prudential Building, 10th floor, 1100 
Holcombe Boulevard, Houston, Tex. 
77025. 

Times: Open—September 7, 7:30 p.m.-10:30 
p.m. Closed—September 8, 9 a.m.-adjourn- 
ment. 

Closure reason: To review research grant 
applications. 

Executive secretary: Dr. Andrew Chiarodo, 
Westwood Building, Room 853, National 
Institutes of Health, 301-496-7194. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Nos. 13.393, 13.394, 13.395, National Insti- 
tutes of Health.) 


Name of Committee: Cancer and Nutrition 
Scientific Review Committee. 

Dates: September 11, 1978; 8:30 a.m. 

Place: Building 31C, Conference Room 8, 
National Institutes of Health. 
Times: Open—September 11, 8:30 a.m.-9 
a.m. Closed—September 11, 9 a.m.-5 p.m. 
Closure reason: To review research contract 
proposals. 

Executive secretary: Dr. Gio B. Gori, Build- 
ing 31, Room 11A03, National Institutes of 
Health, 301-496-6616. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
13.393, National Institutes of Health.) 


Name of committee: Biometry and Epide- 
miology Contract Review Committee. 
Dates: September 11-13, 1978; 8 p.m. 
Place: Landow Building, Room C419, 7910 
Woodmont Avenue, Bethesda, Md. 20014. 
Times: Open—September 11, 8 p.m.-11 p.m. 
Closed—September 12, 9 a.m.-5 p.m. 
Closed—September 13, 8:30 a.m.-adjourn- 
ment, 

Closure reason: To review research contract 
proposals. 

Executive secretary: Mr. Harvey Geller, 
Landow Building, Room 5C19, National 
Institutes of Health, 301-496-6014. 


(Catalog of Federal domestic Assistance No. 
13.393, National Institutes of Health.) 


Name of committee: Virus Cancer Program 
Scientific Review Committee. 
Dates: September 18, 1978; 9 a.m. 

Place: Landow Building, Room C418, 7910 
Woodmont Avenue, Bethesda; Md. 20014. 
Times: Open—September 18, 9 a.m.-9:30 

a.m. Closed—September 18, 9:30 a.m.-ad- 
journment. 
Closure reason: To review research contract 


proposals. 

Executive secretary: Dr. Clarice E. Gaylord, 
Landow Building, Room 9A12, National 
Institutes of Health, 301-496-6085. 


(Catalog of Federal domestic Assistance No. 
13.393, National Institutes of Health.) 


Name of committee: Bladder and Prostatic 
Cancer Review Committee (Bladder Sub- 
committee). 

Dates: September 21, 1978; 8:30 a.m. 

Place: Logan Airport Hilton, Logan Interna- 
tional Airport, Boston, Mass. 

Times: Open—September 21, 8:30 a.m.-9:30 
a.m, Closed—September 21, 9:30 a.m.-ad- 
journment. 
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Closure reason: To review research grant 
applications. 

Executive secretary: Dr. William Straile, 
Westwood Building, Room 853, National 
Institutes of Health, 301-496-7194. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Nos. 13.393, 13.394, 13.395, National Insti- 
tutes of Health.) 


Dated: August 2, 1978. 


THOMAS E. MALONE, 
Deputy Director. 
National Institutes of Health. 


[FR Doc.-22022 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4110-08] 


EXPERIMENTAL DESIGN SUBGROUP OF THE 
CLEARINGHOUSE ON ENVIRONMENTAL 
CARCINOGENS 


Cancellation of Metting 


Notice is hereby given of the cancel- 
lation of the meeting of the Experi- 
mental Design Subgroup of the 
Clearinghouse on Environmental! Car- 
cinogens, National Cancer Institute, 
National Institutes of Health, August 
30, 1978, which was published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER on June 30, 1978 (43 
FR 28562). 


Dated: July 27, 1978. 


SuZANNE L. FREMEAU, 
Committee Management Officer, 
National Institutes of Health. 


{FR Doc. 78-22018 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4110-08] 


NATIONAL ADVISORY RESEARCH RESOURCES 
COUNCIL 


Meeting of the Planning and Agenda Work 
Group 


Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice is 
hereby given of the meeting of the 
Planning and Agenda Work Group of 
the National Advisory Research Re- 
sources Council, Division of Research 
Resources (DRR), September 5, 1978, 
Room 5B03, Building 31, National In- 
stitutes of Health, Bethesda, Md. 
20014, from 9 a.m. to adjournment. 
The entire meeting will be open to the 
public. The Planning and Agenda 
Work Group will discuss the develop- 
ment of Council agenda for the Sep- 
tember 18-19 meeting of the National 
Advisory Research Resources Council. 
Attendance by the public will be limit- 
ed to space available. 

Mr. James Augustine, Information 
Officer, Division of Research Re- 
sources, National Institutes of Health, 
Room 5B13, Building 31, Bethesda, 
Md. 20014, 301-496-5545, will provide 
summaries of the meeting and rosters 
of the members of the Work Group. 
Dr. James F. O’Donnell, Deputy Direc- 
tor, Division of Research Resources, 
National Institutes of Health, Room 


NOTICES 


5B03, Building 31, Bethesda, Md. 
20014, 301-496-6023, will furnish sub- 
stantive program information and will 
receive any comments pertaining to 
this announcement. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance - 


Program Nos. 13.306, 13.333, 13.337, 13.371, 
13.375, National Institutes of Health.) 


Dated: July 28, 1978. 


SUZANNE L. FREMEAU, 
Committee Management Officer, 
National Institutes of Heaith. 


[FR Doc. 78-22020 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4110-08] 


NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF ARTHRITIS, 
METABOLISM, AND DIGESTIVE DISEASES 


Amended Notice of Meeting 


Notice is hereby given of a location 
change in one of the three National 
Commission on Digestive Diseases 
meetings published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER on May 5, 1978 (43 FR 
19465.) 

The third of the three meetings was 
to have convened August 17-19, 1978, 
Minary Conference Center, Dart- 
mouth College, Hanover, N.H., but has 
been changed to the Sheraton-Reston 
Hotel, Reston, Va., for the purpose of 
reviewing the second draft of the long 
range plan. The meeting will be open 
to the public. Attendance by the 
public will be limited to space availa- 
ble. No input will be requested from 
the audience. 

Messrs. James N. Fordham or Irving 
Shapiro, Office of Scientific and Tech- 
nical Reports, NIAMDD, National In- 
stitutes of Health, Building 31, Room 
9A04, Bethesda, Md. 20014, telephone 
301-496-3583, will provide summaries 
of the meeting. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 13.484, National Institutes of 
Health.) 


Dated: August 2, 1978. 


THOMAS E. MALONE, 
Deputy Director, 
National Institutes of Health. 


{FR Doc. 78-22017 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4110-08] 
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Health 


NATIONAL COMMISSION FOR THE PROTEC- 
TION OF HUMAN SUBJECTS OF BIOMEDICAL 
AND BEHAVIORAL RESEARCH 


Meeting 


The National Commission for the 
Protection of Human Subjects of Bio- 
medical and Behavioral Research will 
hold its final meeting on September 8, 
1978, in Conference Room 6, C Wing, 
Building 31, National Institutes of 
Health, 9000 Rockville Pike, Bethesda, 
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Md. The meeting will convene at 9 
a.m. and will be open to the public, 
subject to the limitations of available 
space. Topics identified in the man- 
date to the Commission under the Na- 
tional Research Act (Pub. L. 93-348), 
as amended, will be the agenda for 
this meeting. 

Written comments of any length 
may be submitted to the Commission 
at any time. Requests for information 
should be directed to Ms. Barbara 
Mishkin, Assistant Staff Director, 301- 
496-7526, Westwood Building, Room 
125, 5333 Westbard Avenue, Bethesda, 
Md. 20016. 


Dated: July 28, 1978. 


MICHAEL S. YESLEY, 
Staff Director, National Com- 
mission for the Protection of 
Human Subjects of Biomedical 
and Behavioral Research. 


{FR Doc. 78-22099 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4110-07] 


Office of the Secretary 
SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 


Statement of Organization, Functions, and 
Delegations of Authority 


Part S (formerly part 4) of the state- 
ment of organization, functions, and 
delegations of authority for the De- 
partment of Health, Education, and 
Welfare contains the statement of or- 
ganization, functions, and delegations 
of authority for the Social Security 
Administration (SSA). Sections SX.00 
through SX.20 of the SSA statement 
(formerly included in section 4-04-00 
through 4-04-20 of 40 FR 55888-89, 
dated December 2, 1975) describe the 
mission, organization, order of succes- 
sion, and functions for SSA’s Office of 
External Affairs (OEA). Sections 
SX.10 G and SX.20 G of the OEA 
statement are hereby modified and ex- 
panded to reflect the establishment of 
four divisions within OEA’s Office of 
Public Inquiries (OPI). These changes 
do not constitute functional changes; 
they are being made to bring the orga- 
nizational titles of existing OPI com- 
ponents into conformity with those 
used by other comparable organiza- 
tional entities within SSA. This addi- 
tional material reads as follows: 

Section SX.10 Office of External 
Affairs—(Organization). 


G. Office of Public Inquiries. 

1. Division of Correspondence Appraisal 
and Policy. 

2. Division of Special Inquiries. 

3. Division of Inquiries. 

4. Division of Services. 


SEcTION SX.20 Office of External 
Affairs—(Functions). 

G. Office of Public Inquiries. Estab- 
lishes, promulgates, and assesses SSA 
policy for processing public, congres- 
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sional, and other sensitive inquiries. 
Receives, analyzes, and controls high 
priority written and telephone inquir- 
ies; replies to most and refers those re- 
quiring specialized knowledge to the 
appropriate SSA component for input 
and/or response. Studies correspon- 
dence practices in use throughout 
SSA; performs an ongoing quality ap- 
praisal of written responses prepared 
throughout SSA; develops recommen- 
dations designed to improve the effec- 
tiveness of SSA’s correspondence pro- 
gram and to enhance its consistency 
and accuracy. Conducts training pro- 
grams in SSA field and headquarters 
components to improve correspon- 
dence to the public. Provides advice 
and assistance to SSA officials and li- 
aison with HEW on public correspon- 
dence matters. The Office consists of 
the following components: 


1. Division of Correspondence Ap- 


praisal and Policy. Develops SSA cor- 
respondence program objectives, and 
SSA-wide policy and procedures neces- 
sary to implement these objectives. 
Reviews correspondence practices in 
use throught SSA, assessing adequacy 
of and adherence to established policy 
and procedures. Conducts an ongoing 
appraisal and special studies to evalu- 
ate the quality of correspondence pro- 
duced SSA-wide, identifying problem 
areas and making recommendations 
for corrective action. Conducts train- 
ing programs in SSA field and head- 
quarters components to improve the 
quality of SSA correspondence. Plans 
for effective and coordinated use 
throughout SSA of the SSA automat- 
ed correspondence system to control, 
track, file, and retrieve inquiries and 
replies throughout SSA central office. 

2. Division of Special Inquiries. Pre- 
pares and/or coordinates the prepara- 
tion of written replies to particularly 
sensitive, high level, and complex in- 
quiries concerning all aspects of SSA 
program administration. Receives and 
responds to sensitive, complex tele- 
phone calls from Members of Congress 
and their staffs and the public on gen- 
eral and technical matters concerning 
all SSA programs. Serves as liaison be- 
tween executive level office/bureau of- 
ficials and the Office of the Commis- 
sioner in solving technical problems 
arising in the area of sensitive corre- 
spondence. Prepares and/or coordi- 
nates preparation of SSA replies to in- 
quires controlled by the Office of the 
Secretary. 

3. Division of Inquiries. Receives, 
controls, and replies to incoming cor- 
respondence. Performs necessary prer- 
esponse technical and general research 
on inquiries dealing with all areas of 
social security jurisdiction. Prepares a 
written response to the majority of 
these inquiries and the necessary ac- 
knowledgement, referral, and transfer 
letters for those requiring the special- 


NOTICES 


ized knowledge of other components. 
Determines, from correspondence re- 
ceived, significant trends which may 
point up programmatic or procedural 
difficulties and possible public rela- 
tions problems and brings these devel- 
opments to the attention of appropri- 
ate SSA components. 

4. Division of Services. Provides the 
clerical support needed to receive, file, 
track, followup, and furnish informa- 
tion on the status of high priority in- 
quiries and responses processed in 
SSA. Files and retrieves SSA corre- 
spondence and replies controlled in 
the SSA automated correspondence 
system; operates the terminals for this 
system. Provides typing services for re- 
sponses prepared in OPI. 


Dated: July 27, 1978. 


LEONARD D. SCHAEFFER, 
Assistant Secretary for 
Management and Budget. 
{FR Doc. 78-22100 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[4310-84] 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Bureau of Land Management 


{NM 33831, 33833, 33983] 
NEW MEXICO 
Applications 


JULY 28, 1978. 

Notice is hereby given that, pursu- 
ant to section 28 of the Mineral Leas- 
ing Act of 1920 (30 U.S.C. 185), as 
amended by the act of November 16, 
1973 (87 Stat. 576), El Paso Natural 
Gas Co. has applied for five 4%-inch 
natural gas pipelines rights-of-way 
across the following lands: 


New MEXIco PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, N. MEx. 


T. 2258., R. 22 E., 
Sec. 11, SEXSW%, SW%SE%; 
Sec. 14, EXNW%, SW4NW, 
NW'%SW. 
T. 18S., R. 25 E., 
Sec. 9, W%SE%. 
T.95S., R. 30 E., 
Sec. 31, NE“YNE%. 


These pipelines will convey natural 
gas across 1.613 miles of public lands 
in Chaves and Eddy Counties, N. Mex. 

The purpose of this notice is to 
inform the public that the Bureau will 
be proceeding with consideration of 
whether the applications should be ap- 
proved, and if so, under what terms 
and conditions. . 

Interested persons desiring to ex- 
press their views should promptly 
send their name and address to the 
District Manager, Bureau of Land 


and 


} 
Management, P.O. Box 1397, Roswell, 
N. Mex. 88201. 
FreEp E. PADILLA, 
Chief, Branch of Lands 
and Minerals Operations. 
{FR Doc. 78-22002 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 
(U-40398) 
UTAH 


Application 


JULY 28, 1978. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing 
Act of 1920, as amended (30 U.S.C. 
185), the Northwest Pipeline Corp. has 
applied for an 8%-inch natural gas 
pipeline right-of-way across the fol- 
lowing lands: 


Sait LAKE MERIDIAN, UTAH 
T.16S., R. 24E., 
Secs. 13, 24, 25, 26, and 35. 
T.175S., R. 24 E., 
Secs. 3, 10, 15, 21, 28, and 29. 


The needed right-of-way is a portion 
of applicant’s gas gathering system lo- 
cated in Grand County, Utah. 

The purpose of this notice is to 
inform the public that the Bureau will 
be proceeding with the preparation of 
environmental and other analyses nec- 
essary for determining whether the 
application should be approved, and if 
so, under what terms and conditions. 

Interested persons should express 
their interest and views to the Moab 
District Manager, Bureau of Land 
Management, P.O. Box 970, Moab, 
Utah 84532. 

WakRREN D. BrovuGuH, 
Acting State Director. 


{FR Doc. 78-22004 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 


UTAH 
Application 


JULY 31, 1978. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing 
Act of 1920, as amended (30 U.S.C. 
185), the Northwest Pipeline Corp. has 
applied for a 4%-inch natural gas pipe- 
— right-of-way across the following 
ands: 


Sait Lake MERIp1Ian, UTAH 


T. 168., R. 24 E., 
Secs. 12 and 13. 


The needed right-of-way is a portion 
of applicant’s gas gathering system lo- 
cated in Grand County, Utah. 

The purpose of this notice is to 
inform the public that the Bureau will 
be proceeding with the preparation of 
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environmental and other analyses nec- 
essary for determining whether the 
application should be approved, and if 
so, under what terms and conditions. 
Interested persons should express 
their interest and views to the Moab 
District Manager, Bureau of. Land 
Management, P.O. 970, Moab, Utah 
84532. 
ROBERT E. ANDERSON, 
Acting State Director. 


{FR Doc. 78-22006 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 


(U-40534) 
UTAH 


Application 


JULY 28, 1978. 


Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing 
Act of 1920, as amended (30 U.S.C. 
185), the Northwest Pipeline Corp. has 
applied for a 4% inch natural gas pipe- 
line right-of-way across the following 
lands: 


Sat LAKE MERIDIAN, UTAH 


T.16S., R. 24E., 
Secs. 11, 12 and 13. 


The needed right-of-way is a portion 
of applicant’s gas gathering system lo- 
cated in Grand County, Utah. 

The purpose of this notice is to 
inform the public that the Bureau will 
be proceeding with the preparation of 
environmental and other analyses nec- 
essary for determining whether the 
application should be approved, and if 
so, under what terms and conditions. 

Interested persons should express 
their interest and views to the Moab 
District Manager, Bureau of Land 
Management, P.O. Box 970, Moab, 
Utah 84532. 

ROBERT E. ANDERSON, 
Acting State Director. 


{FR Doc. 78-22005 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 


(U-40544) 
UTAH 
Application 


JuLy 31, 1978. 

Notice is hereby given that pursuant 
to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing 
Act of 1920, as amended (30 U.S.C. 
185), the Shenandoah Oil Corp. has 
applied for 3%-inch natural gas pipe- 
line right-of-way across the following 
lands: 


Sat LAKE MERIDIAN, UTAH 


T.168.,R. 24E., 
Secs. 17 and 18. 


NOTICES 


The needed right-of-way is for pro- 
duction of Shenandoah Well No. 33- 
18. 

The purpose of this notice is to 
inform the public that the Bureau will 
be proceeding with the preparation of 
environmental and other analyses nec- 
essary for determining whether the 
application should be approved, and if 
so, under what terms and conditions. 

Interested persons should express 
their interest and views to the Moab 
District Manager, Bureau of Land 
Management, P.O. Box 970, Moab, 
Utah 84532. 

ROBERT E. ANDERSON, 
Acting State Director. 
{FR Doc. 78-22003 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 


SHOSHONE DISTRICT GRAZING ADVISORY 
BOARD 


Meeting 


Notice is hereby given that the Sho- 
shone District Grazing Advisory Board 
of the Bureau of Land Management 
will meet on September 19, 1978, at 9 
a.m., in the conference room of the 
district office, 400 West F Street, Sho- 
shone, Idaho. The purpose of the 
meeting is a tour of the Sun Valley ES 
area which will include inventory pro- 
cedures in preparation for the Sun 
Valley management framework plan 
and grazing environmental statement. 
The meeting will also include review 
and recommendation of range better- 
ment funds allocated for fiscal year 
1979 (Oct. 1, 1978 to Sept. 30, 1979). 

The public is invited to attend the 
tour and meeting and make written or 
oral statements which should not 
exceed 15 minutes in length. Requests 
for these statements should be made 
to the official listed below at least 5 
days prior to the meeting. Individuals 
who intend to take part in the tour 
must provide their own transportation 
and lunch arrangements. 

Further information concerning this 
meeting may be obtained from the 
Shoshone District Manager, Bureau of 
Land Management, P.O. Box 2B, Sho- 
shone, Idaho 83352, telephone 208- 
886-2208. Minutes of the meeting will 
be available for public inspection and 
copying 3 weeks after the meeting at 
the Shoshone District Office, Shosho- 
ne, Idaho. 


Dated: July 31, 1978. 


CHARLES J. HASZIER, 
District Manager. 


{FR Doc. 78-22001 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 
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[4310-03] 


Heritage Conservation and Recreation Service 
NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES 


Notification of Pending Nominations 


Nominations for the following prop- 
erties being considered for listing in 
the National Register were received by 
the Heritage Conservation and Recre- 
ation Service before July 28, 1978. Pur- 
suant to section 60.13(a) of 36 CFR 
part 60, published in final form on 
January 9, 1976, written comments 
concerning the significance of these 
properties under the National Register 
criteria for evaluation may be forward- 
ed to the Keeper of the National Reg- 
ister, Office of Archeology and Histor- 
ic Preservation, U.S. Department of 
the Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240. 
Written comments or a request for ad- 
ditional time to prepare comments 
should be submitted by August 18, 
1978. 


WILLIAM J. MURTAGH, 
Keeper of the National Register. 


CALIFORNIA 


Santa Clara County 


Coyote vicinity, Rancho del Refugio de la 
Laguna Seca Stone Building, NE of 
Coyote off U.S. 101. 


DELAWARE 


New Castle County 
Port Penn, Port Penn Historic District, DE 
9 


Port Penn vicinity, Nelson, John B., House, 
W of port Penn off U.S. 13. 


INDIANA 
Dubois County 


Jasper, Gramelspacher-Gutzweiler House, 
7th and Main Sts. 


KANSAS 


Linn County 


Mound City, Old Linn County Jail, 312 
Main St. 


Marion County 
Marion, Elgin Hotel, 3rd and Santa Fe Sts. 


KENTUCKY 


Scott County 


Oxford vicinity, Miller’s Run Historic Dis- 
trict, roughly bounded by Old Oxford 
Pike, KY 922, U.S. 460, and Miller’s Run. 


MARYLAND 


Carroll County 
New Windsor vicinity, Avalon, E of New 
Windsor off MD 31. 
Dorchester County 


East New Market vicinity, Fletcher, K. B., 
Mill, N of East New Market. 
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Talbot County 


Claiborne vicinity, Wades Point, SW of Clai- 
borne. . 
Neavitt vicinity, Long P’ :nt, S of Neavitt. 


MASSACHUSETTS 


Suffolk County 


Boston, Fenway Studios Building, 30 Ips- 
wich St. 


Worcester County 


Worcester, Day Building, 300-310 Main St. 
Worcester, Worcester Five Cents Savings 
Bank, 316 Main St. 


MINNESOTA 


Carver County 


Carver County Historic Resources, SE Min- 
nesota. 


Wright County 
Annandale, Annandale Hotel, 60 Elm St. W. 


Carter County 
Grandin, Missouri Lumber and Mining 
Company Historic Resources, MO 21. 
NEBRASKA 


Adams County 


Hastings, Brach, William, House, 823 N. Lin- 
coln Ave. 


Cedar County 


Wynot vicinity, Bow Valley Mills, N of 
Wynot. 


Douglas County 


Omaha, Zabriskie, Edgar, House, 3524 Haw- 
thorne Ave. “ 


Fillmore County 


Geneva, Fillmore County Courthouse, 9th 
and G Sts. 


NEW JERSEY 


Gloucester County 


Harrisonville vicinity, Horner Farm, N of 
Harrisonville. 

Mullica Hill vicinity, Jessup Farm, W of 
Mullica Hill on High St. 

Mullica Hill vicinity, Sherwin Farm, E of 
Mullica Hill on U.S. 322. 

Richwood, Richwood Methodist Church, 
Elmer Rd. 

Swedesboro vicinity, 
Swedesboro. 


Middlesex County 


Perth Amboy, Perth Amboy 
Smith St. 


Butler Farm, E of 


Ferry Slip, 


OKLAHOMA 
Cherokee County 


Tahlequah, Loeser, Dr. Irwin D., Log Cabin, 
121 E. Smith St. 


Grady County 


Chickasha vicinity, Horn. Site No. 1, N of 
Chickasha. 


McCurtain County 


Idabel, Barnes-Stevenson House, 3 SE. 
Adams St. 


McIntosh County 


Texanna vicinity, Slippery Moss Shelter, N 
of Texanna. 

Warner vicinity, Johnson Lake Shelters, W 
of Warner. 


Muskogee County 


Warner vicinity, Sheltered Shelter, W of 
Warner. 


Oklahoma County 


Luther vicinity, Booher Site, S of Luther. 
Midwest City vicinity, Quilin Site, N of Mid- 
west City. 
Oklahoma City, Sinopoulo, John, House, 
4000 N. Kelley St. 
Spencer vicinity, Nagle Site, N of Spencer. 
Pawnee County 


Pawnee, Arkansas Valley National Bank, 
547 6th St. 


Roger Mills County 


Hammon vicinity, Linville Site, S of 
Hammon. 

Hammon vicinity, Trent, Lon, Site, SW of 
Hammon. 


Wagoner County 
Okay vicinity, Posey Site, S of Okay. 
PENNSYLVANIA 


Jefferson County 


Brookville, Jefferson County Courthouse 
and Jail, Main and Pickering Sts. 


Hamilton County 


Chattanooga, Ochs Building (Times Buiid- 
ing), Georgia Ave. 


Shelby County 
Memphis, Sterick Building, 8 N. 3rd St. 
VERMONT 


Rutland County 


Rutland, Baxter, H. H., Memorial Library, 
96 Grove St. 


{FR Doc. 78-21511 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-84] 


[AA-6697-A through AA-6697-E} 
ALASKA NATIVE CLAIMS SELECTION 


On September 17, October 30, and 
December 17, 1974, Tanadgusix Corp. 
for the Native village of St. Paul, filed 
selection applications AA-6697-A 
through AA-6697-E, as amended, 
under the provisions of section 12 of 
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act of December 18, 1971 (85 Stat. 688, 
701; 43 U.S.C. 1601, 1611 (Supp. V, 
1975)), for the surface estate of certain 
lands in the Pribilof-Aleutian Island 
area. 

The State of Alaska filed general 
purposes grant selection application 


AA-12884 on April 1, 1977, pursuant to 
section 6(b) of the Alaska Statehood 
Act of July 7, 1958 (72 Stat. 339, 340; 
48 U.S.C. ch. 2, sec. 6(b) (1970)), for 
lands on Unalaska Island within T. 73 
S., R. 122 W., Seward Meridian. Tan- 
adgusix Corp. properly selected sec. 
36, T. 73 S., R. 122 W., Seward Merid- 
ian, in village selection application 
AA-6697-B on October 30, 1974. Sec- 
tion 6(b) of the Alaska Statehood Act 
of July 7, 1958, provides that the State 
may select vacant, unappropriated and 
unreserved public lands in Alaska. 
Therefore, in view of the above, 
State selection application AA-12884 is 
hereby rejected as to the following de- 
scribed lands: 


SEWARD MERIDIAN, ALASKA (UNSURVEYED) 


T. 73 S., R. 122 W. 
Sec. 36 (fractional), all. 
Containing approximately 350 acres. 


Further action on State selection ap- 
plication AA-12884 as to those lands 
not rejected herein will be taken at a 
later date. 

In accordance with section 3(e)(1) of 
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act, the tracts of land mutually identi- — 
fied in the Cooperative Agreement and 
Memorandum of Understanding dated .; 
December 22, 1976, by the Department 
of Commerce and the village corpora- 
tions of St. George Tanaq and Tanad- 
gusix, have been determined to be the 
smallest practicable tracts used by the | 
Department of Commerce in its ad- : 
ministration of lands on St. Paul and : 
St. George Islands. The tracts of land 
are described in case file AA-8452. P 

As to the lands described below, the 
applications submitted by Tanadgusix 
Corp., as amended, are properly filed 
and meet the requirements of the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act 
and of the regulations issued pursuant 
thereto. These lands do not include 
any lawful entry perfected under or 
being maintained in compliance with 
Federal laws leading to acquisition of 
title. 

In view of the foregoing, the surface 
estate of the following described lands, 
selected pursuant to section 12(a), ag- 
gregating approximately 113,321.43 
acres, is considered proper for acquisi- 
tion by Tanadgusix Corp. and is 
hereby approved for conveyance pur- 
suant to section 14(a) of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act: 


Blocks 1, 1A, 2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 8A; lots 4 and 5 of 
Block 9; Blocks 10 thorugh 16; lots 1 
through 8 of Block 17; lots 1, 2, and 3 of 
Block 18; Block 19; lots 1, 2, 3, 6, 7, 8, and 9 
of Block 20; Block 21; lot 2 of Block 22; lot 1 
of Block 24; Blocks 25, 26, 27; lots 2 through 
12 of Block 28; Blocks 29 through 33 of 
Tract A and Tracts B through G of land em- 
braced in U.S. Survey No. 4943, Alaska, lo- 
cated on St. Paul Island, Pribilof Islands. 
Containing 465.43 acres. 

Lots 1 and 2 of Block 6; Block 7; lots 13, 
14, and 15 of Block 17; lot 6 of Block 18; lot 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 153—TUESDAY, AUGUST 8, 1978 





35117 


Secs. 34, 35, and 36, all. Sec. 30, excluding Quitclaim Deed AA- 
Containing approximately 4,560 acres. 5459; 


1 of Block 22; Block 23; lot 2 of Block 24; lot 
1 of Block 28 of Tract A, excluding ANCSA 
section 3(e) determination AA-8452 of land 


embraced in U.S. Survey No. 4943, Alaska, 
located on St. Paul Island, Pribilof Islands. 


Containing approximately 77 acres. 


SEWARD MERIDIAN, ALASKA (UNSURVEYED) 


T. 53 S., R. 81 W. 

Secs. 26, 27, and 28 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 29, all; 

Secs. 31, 32, and 33, all; 

Sec. 34 (fractional), all. 

Containing approximately 4,054 acres. . 
T. 54S., R. 81 W. 

Secs. 3, 4, and 5 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 6 and 7, ail 

Secs. 8 to 11 (fractional), inclusive, all; 

Secs. 14 to 17 (fractional), inclusive, all; 

Secs. 20 and 21 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 28 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 29 to 32, inclusive, all; 

Sec. 33 (fractional), all. 

Containing approximately 7,317 acres. 
T. 55 S., R. 81 W. 

Sec. 4 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 5 and 6, all. 

Containing approximately 1,414 acres. 
T. 35S., R. 129 W. 

Sec. 6 (fractional), all. 

Containing approximutely 30 acres. 
T. 348., R. 131 W. 


Sec. 13 (fractional), excluding ANCSA Sec. 
3(e) determination. AA-8452 and US. 


Survey 4943 Tract D; 
Secs. 21, 22, and 23 (fractional), all; 


Sec. 24 (fractional), excluding ANSCA Sec. 


' 3(e) determination AA-8452; 
Sec. 26 (fractional), all; 
Sec. 27, all; 
Secs. 28, 29, and 30 (fractional), all; 
Secs. 31, 32, and 33, all; 


Sec. 34, excluding ANSCA Sec. 3(e) deter- 
mination AA-8452 and U.S. Survey 4943 


Tract C; 


Sec. 35 (fractional), excluding ANCSA Sec. 
3(e) determination AA-8452 and USS. 


Survey 4943 Tract C. 
Containing approximately 5,860 acres. 
T.35S., R. 131 W. 


Secs. 3 and 4, excluding ANSCA Sec. 3(e) 


determination AA-8452; 


Secs. 5 and 6, excluding U.S. Survey 4943 


Tract B; 
Sec. 7, ail; 


Secs. 8 and 9, excluding ANSCA Sec. 3(e) 


determination AA-845?- 


Sec. 10 (fractional), excluding ANSCA Sec. 


3(e) determination AA-8452; 


Secs. 15, 16, and 17 (fractional), excluding 
ANSCA Sec. 3(e) determination AA- 
8452; 

Sec. 18, excluding ANSCA Sec. 3(e) deter- 
mination AA-8452; 

Sec. 19 (fractional), excluding ANSCA Sec. 
3(e) determination AA-8452; 

Sec. 20 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 30 (fractional), excluding ANSCA Sec. 
3(e) determination AA-8452 and USS. 
Survey 4943 Tract A. 

Containing approximately 6,392 acres. 

T. 345., R. 132 W. 

Secs. 23 and 24 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 25 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
4943 Tract E; 

Secs. 26, 27, and 28 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 29 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
4943 Tract G; 

Sec. 31 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 32 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
4943 Tract G; 

Sec. 33 (fractional), all; 


T. 35 S., R. 132 W. 

Secs. 1 to 5, inclusive, all; 

Sec. 6 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 7 (fractional), excluding U.S. Survey 
4943 Tract F; 

Sec. 8 (fractional), all; 

Secs. 9 to 12, inclusive, all; 

Secs. 13 to 16 (fractional), excluding 
ANSCA Sec. 3(e) determination AA- 
8452; 

Sec. 17 (fractional), all; 

Sec. 24 (fractional), excluding ANSCA Sec. 
3(e) determination AA-8452; 

Sec. 25 (fractional), excluding ANSCA Sec. 
3(e) determination AA-8452 U.S. Survey 
4943 Tract A and U.S. Survey 4800 lots 1 
and 2; 

Sec. 36 (fractional), excluding ANSCA Sec. 
3(e) determination AA-8452 and U.S. 
Survey 4943 Tract A. 

Containing approximately 8,450 acres. 

T. 36 S., R. 132 W. 
Secs. 19, 20, 29, and 30 (fractional), all. 
Containing approximately 155 acres. 
Portions of land on Unalaska Island 
within the following — description: 
T. 73S., R. 121 W. 

Sec. 31. 

Containing approximately 560 acres. 
T. 7458., R. 121 W. 
Secs. 1 and 3; 
Secs. 5 to 14, inclusive 
Sec. 15, excluding U.S. Survey 810 Tracts 
A and B; 
Secs. 16, 17, and 18; 
Secs. 20, 21, and 24. 
Containing approximately 7,510 acres. 
T. 73 S., R. 122 W. 

Sec. 36. 

Containing approximately 350 acres. 
T. 745S., R. 122 W. 

Secs. 1, 2, and 12. 

Containing 420 acres. 
T. 78S., R. 125 W. 

Secs. 13 and 14; 

Sec. 19; 

Secs. 23 and 24; 

Secs. 26 to 34, inclusive. 

Containing approximately 8,104 acres. 

T. 78S., R. 126 W. 

Sec. 13; 

Sec. 14, excluding ANSCA Sec. 3(e) appli- 
cation AA-12852; 

Secs. 15, 21, and 22; 

Sec. 23, excluding U.S. Survey 807 Tract 
A; 


Sec. 24, excluding U.S. Survey 807 Tracts 
A and B and U.S. Survey 5520 lot 2; 

Sec. 25; 

Secs. 26, excluding U.S. Survey 520 lot 1; 

Secs. 27 to 30, inclusive; 

Secs. 32 to 36, inclusive. 

Containing approximately 5,469 acres. 

Portions of land on Umnak Island within 


the following protracted description: 
T. 77S., R. 127 W. 


Secs. 7, 18, 19, and 30. 
Containing approximately 330 acres. 


T. 768S., R. 128 W. 


Secs. 26, 27, and 18; 
Secs. 30 to 36, inclusive. 
Containing approximately 3,485 acres. 


T. 778., R. 128 W. 


Secs. 7 and 8, excluding Quitclaim Deed 
AA-5459; 

Secs. 9 to 16, inclusive; 

Secs. 17 to 20 inclusive, excluding Quit- 
claim Deed AA-5459; 

Secs. 21 to 29, inclusive; 


Secs. 31 to 36, inclusive. 

Containing approximately 13,949 acres. 
T. 76S., R. 129 W. 

Sec. 25; 

Secs. 33 to 36, inclusive. 

Containing approximately 855 acres. 
T. 778., R. 129 W. 

Secs. i to 30, inclusive; 

Secs. 33 to 36, inclusive. 

Containing approximately 21,056 acres. 
T. 77S., R. 130 W. 

Secs. 1 to 8, inclusive; 

Secs. 10 and 11; 

Sec. 18. 

Containing approximately 5,893 acres. 
T. 78S., R. 131 W. 

Secs. 12, 13, and 14; 

Secs. 21, 22, and 23; 

Secs. 27 to 32, inclusive. 

Containing approximately 4,145 acres. 
T. 78 S., R. 131 W. 

Secs. 6 to 9, inclusive. 

Containing approximately 2,421 acres. 

Aggregating approximately 113,321.43 
acres. 


The conveyance issued for the sur- 
face estate of the lands described 
above shall contain the following res- 
ervations to the United States: 

1. That right-of-way A-053685 and all ap- 
purtenances thereto, constructed by the 
United States through, over or upon Secs. 
16 and 17, T. 35 S., R. 131 W., Seward Merid- 
ian and the right of the United States, its 
agents or employees to maintain, operate, 
repair, or improve the same so long as 
needed or used for or by the United States. 

2. The subsurface estate therein and all 
rights, privileges, immunities and appurte- 
nances, of whatsoever nature, accruing unto 
said estate pursuant to the Alaska Native 
Claims Settlement Act of December 18, 1971 
(85 Stat. 688, 704; 43 U.S.C. 1601, 1613(f) 
(Supp. V, 1975)); and 

3. Pursuant to section 17(b) of the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act of December 
18, 1971 (85 Stat. 688, 708; 43 U.S.C. 1601, 
1616(b) (Supp. V, 1975)), the following 
public easements, referenced by easement 
identification number (EIN) on the ease- 
ment maps in case file AA-6697-EE, are re- 
served to the United States and subject to 
further regulation thereby: 

a. (EIN 1 C4) A continuous linear ease- 
ment twenty-five (25) feet in width upland 
of and paraliei to the mean high tide line in 
order to provide access to and along the 
marine coastline and use of such shore for 
purposes such as the beaching of watercraft 
or aircraft, travel along the shore, recrea- 
tion, and other similar uses. Deviations from 
the waterline are permitted when specific 
conditions so require, e.g., impassable topog- 
raphy or waterfront obstruction. This ease- 
ment is subject to the right of the owner of 
the servient estate to build upon such ease- 
ment a facility for public or private pur- 
poses, such right to be exercised reasonably 
and without undue or unnecessary interfer- 
ence with or obstruction of the easement. 
When access along the marine coastline 
easement is to be obstructed, the owner of 
the servient estate will be obligated to 
convey to the United States an acceptable 
alternate access route, at no cost to the 
United States, prior to the creation of such 
obstruction. 

b. (EIN 2 C4) An easement for a proposed 
access trail twenty-five (25) feet in width 
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from Makushin Bay in Sec. 15, T. 74 S., R. 
121 W., Seward Meridian, continuing along 
the right bank of Makushin Creed norther- 
ly to public lands. The usage of roads and 
trails will be controlled by applicable State 
or Federal law or regulation. 

c. (EIN 3a C4) An easement twenty-five 
(25) feet in width for an existing access trail 
from Mailboat cove in Sec. 26, T. 78 S., R. 
126 W., Seward Meridian, westerly to public 
lands. The usage of roads and trails will be 
controlled by applicable State or Federal 
law or regulation. 

d. (EIN 3a C4) An easement twenty-five 
(25) feet in width for an existing access trail 
from Mailboat cove in Sec. 26, T. 78 S., R. 
126 W., Seward Meridian, southeasterly to 
public lands. The usage of roads and trails 
will be controlled by applicable State or 
Federal law or regulation. 

e. (EIN 3c C4) An easement twenty-five 
(25) feet in width for an existing access trail 
from Mailboat Cove in Sec. 26, T. 78 S., R. 
126W., Seward Meridian, around Chernofski 
Harbor to Mutton Cove, and easterly to 
public lands. The usage of roads and trails 
will be controlled by applicable State or 
Federal law or regulation. 

f. (EIN 3d C4) An easement twenty-five 
(25) feet in width for an existing access trail 
from trail easement EIN 3c C4 in Sec. 31, T. 
78 S., R. 125W., Seward Meridian, easterly 
to public lands. The usage of roads and 
trails will be controlled by applicable State 
or Federal law or regulation. 

g. (EIN 4a C4) An easement sixty (60) feet 
in width for an existing road from an old 
military airstrip in Sec. 18, T. 77 S., R. 
128W., Seward Meridian, southwesterly to 
public lands. The usage of roads and trails 
will be controlled by applicable State or 
Federal law or reguiation. 

h. (EIN 4b C4) An easement sixty (60) feet 
in width for an existing road from an old 
military airstrip in Sec. 18, T. 77 S., R. 
128W., Seward Meridian, southerly towards 
Fort Glenn to public lands. The usage of 
roads and trails will be controlled by appli- 
cable State or Federal law or reguiation. 

i. (EIN 4c C4) An easement sixty (60) feet 
in width for an existing road from road 
easement EIN 4a C4 in Sec. 7, T. 77 S., R. 
128W., Seward Meridian, westerly roughly 
paralleling the coast toward Ashiskik Point 
for access to public lands and waters. The 
usage of roads and trails will be controlled 
by applicable State or Federal law or regula- 
tion. 

j. (EIN 5 C4) An easement twenty-five (25) 
feet in width for an existing access trail be- 
ginning at the end of road easement EIN 4c 
C4 in Sec. 35, T. 76 S., R. 129 W., Seward 
Meridian, southerly to public lands. The 
usage of roads and trails will be controlled 
by applicable State or Federal laws or regu- 
lation. 

k. (EIN 7 C4) An easement twenty-five 
(25) feet in width for a proposed trail from 
Aguliuk Point in Sec. 29, T. 77 S., R. 131 W., 
Seward Meridian, southeasterly to public 
lands. The usage of roads and trails will be 
controlled by applicable State or Federal 
law or regulation. 

1. (EIN 8 C4) Easements to serve public fa- 
cilities on St. Paul Island referenced by the 


Memorandum of Understanding dated De- © 


cember 22, 1976, between the United States 
Department of Commerce, National Marine 
Fisheries Service, National Oceanic and At- 
mosphere Administration, and the village 
corporations of St. George Tanaq and Tan- 
adgusix. 


NOTICES 


List OF RESERVED EASEMENTS 
UTILITIES 


A. Fresh waterline—pumphouse to village. 

B. Fuel and powerline—Coast Guard to 
Weather Service. 

C. Fuel line—beach to Coast Guard Sta- 
tion. 

D. Proposed waterline—NMFS pum- 
phouse to Weather Service. 

E. Waterline to warehousing/staff quar- 
ters area. 

F. Proposed power intertie—NMFS-CG- 
NWS. 

G. Powerline to navigation beacon. 

J. Power intertie 

a. Diesel fuel line. 

b. Gasoline fuel line. 

g. Powerline to treatment plant. 

i. Proposed NWS waterline and pump sta- 
tion. 


ROADS 


. Polovina Pit Road. 

. Sanitary Fill Road. 
Telegraph Pit Road. 
Pump Road. 


Z. Airport Road. 

c. Polovina Rookery Access Road 1. 
d. Polovina Rookery Access Road 2. 
e. Polovina Rookery Access Road 3. 
k. Zapadni Rookery Access Road 1. 
1. Zapadni Rookery Access Road 2. 
m. Zapadni Rookery Access Road 3. 
n. Tolstoi Rookery Access Road. 


OTHER 


f. West Shoreline, joint use area. 

j. Free area 600 radius of balloon launch- 
ing site. 

p. Lake Hills Borrow Pit. 

q. Polovina vehicle boneyard. 

The road easements are to be controlled 
rd applicable State or Federal law or regula- 

on. 

m. (EIN 9C) The right of the United 
States to enter upon the lands hereinabove 
granted for cadastral, geodetic, or other 
survey purposes is reserved, together with 
the right to do all things necessary in con- 
nection therewith. 


These reservations have not been 
conformed to the Departmental ease- 
ment policy announced March 3, 1978. 
Conformance is contingent upon reso- 
lution of the litigation “Calista, et al. 
v. Andrus” and implementation of the 
Secretary’s new easement policy. 

The grant of lands shali be subject 
to: 


1. Issuance of a patent confirming 
the boundary description of the lands 
hereinabove granted after approval 
and filing by the Bureau of Land Man- 
agement of the official plat of survey 
covering such lands; 

2. Valid existing rights therein, if 
any, including but not limited to those 
created by any lease (including a lease 
issued under section 6(g) of the Alaska 
Statehood Act of July 7, 1958 (72 Stat. 
339, 341; 48-U.S.C. Ch. 2, Sec. 6(g) 
(1970))), contract, permit, right-of-way 


or easement and the right of the 
lessee, contractee, permittee, or grant- 
ee to the complete enjoyment of all 
rights, privileges, and benefits thereby 
granted to him; 

3. The naval airspace reservation of 
Executive Order No. 8680, dated Feb- 
ruary 14, 1941. 

4. Grazing lease A-060872 to Milton 
and Beverly Holmes on Unalaska 
Island within T. 78 S., Rs. 125 and 126 
W., Seward Meridian, under the act of 
March 4, 1927 (44 Stat. 1452; 48 U.S.C. 
471, 471la, and 4710); 

5. The terms and conditions of the 
Cooperative Agreement and _ the 
Memorandum of Understanding be- 
tween the United States Department 
of Commerce, National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration, National 
Marine Fisheries Service and the vil- 
lage corporations of St. George Tanaq 
and Tanadgusix, dated December 22, 
1976. A copy of the Cooperative Agree- 
ment and the Memorandum of Under- 
standing shall be attached to and 
become a part of the conveyance docu- 
ment and shall be recorded therewith. 
A copy of the Cooperative Agreement 
and Memorandum of Understanding is 
located in Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment easement case file for Tanadgu- 
six Corp., serialized AA-6697-EE. Any 
person wishing to examine these docu- 
ments may do so at the Bureau of 
Land Management, Alaska State 
Office, 555 Cordova Street, Pouch 7- 
512, Anchorage, Alaska 99510. 

6. Requirements of section 14(c) of 
the Alaska Native Claims Settlement 
Act of December 18, 1971 (85 Stat. 688, 
703; 43 U.S.C. 1601, 1613(c) (Supp. V, 
(1975)), that the grantee hereunder 
convey those portions, if any, of the 
lands hereinabove granted, as are pre- 
scribed in said section; and 

7. The terms and conditions of the 
agreement dated January 18, 1977, be- 
tween the Secretary of the Interior, 
The Aleut Corp., Tanadqusix Corp., 
and other Aleut village corporations. A 
copy of the agreement shall be at- 
tached to and become a part of the 
conveyance document and shall be re- 
corded therewith. A copy of the agree- 
ment is located in the Bureau of Land 
Management easement case file for 
Tanadgusix Corp., serialized AA-6697- 
EE. Any person wishing to examine 
this agreement may do so at the 
Bureau of Land Management, Alaska 
State Office, 555 Cordova Street, 
Pouch 7-512, Anchorage, Alaska 99510. 

Tanadgusix Corp. is entitled to con- 
veyance of 138,240 acres of land select- 
ed pursuant to section 12(a) of the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act. 
Upon this initial conveyance of 
113,321.43 acres described herein, a 
total of 24,918.57 acres will remain to 
be conveyed to the corporation before 
the village reaches full 12(a) entitle- 
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ment. The remaining entitlement will 
be conveyed at a later date. 

Pursuant to section 14(f) of the 
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act, 
conveyance of the subsurface estate of 
the lands described above shall be 
granted to the Aleut Corp. when con- 
veyance is granted to Tanadgusiy. 
Corp., for the surface estate, and shall 
be subject to the same conditions as 
the surface conveyance. 

There are no inland water bodies 
considered to be navigable within the 
lands described. 

In accordance with Departmental 
regulation 43 CFR 2650.7(d), notice of 
this decision is being published once in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER and once a week 
for four (4) consecutive weeks, in the 
Anchorage Times. Any party claiming 
@ property interest in land affected by 
this decision may appeal the decision 
to the Alaska Native Claims Appeal 
Board, P.O. Box 2433, Anchorage, 
Alaska 99510, with a copy served upon 
both the Bureau of Land Manage- 
ment, Alaska State Office, 555 Cordo- 
va Street, Pouch 17-512, Anchorage, 
Alaska 99510 and the Regional Solici- 
tor, Office of the Solicitor, 510 L 
Street, Suite 408, Anchorage, Alaska 
99501, also: 

1. Any party receiving service of this 
decision shall have 30 days from the 
receipt of this decision to file an 
appeal. 

2. Any unknown parties, any parties 
unable to be located after reasonable 
efforts have been expended to locate, 
and any parties who failed or refused 
to sign the return receipt shall have 
until September 7, 1978, to file an 
appeal. 

3. Any party known or unknown who 
may claim a property interest which is 
adversely affected by this decision 
shall be deemed to have waived those 
rights which were adversely affected 
unless an appeal is timely filed with 
the Alaska Native Claims Appeal 
Board. 

4. If Tanadgusix Corp. or the Aleut 
Corp. objects to any easement which is 
identified herein for reservation in the 
Conveyance, which is subject to the 
descretion of the State Director and 
not reserved pursuant to an express 
Secretarial directive, a petition for re- 
consideration’ must be filed within 30 
days from receipt of service with the 
State Director, Bureau of Land Man- 
agement, 555 Cordova Street, Pouch 7- 
512, Anchorage, Alaska 99510. A copy 
of the petition should be served upon 
the Regional Solicitor, Office of the 
Solicitor, 510 L Street, Suite 408, An- 
chorage, Alaska 99501. If a petition for 
reconsideration is not filed, it will be 
deemed that the right to contest any 
such easement has been waived. 

To avoid summary dismissal of the 


appeal there must be strict compliance | 


with the regulations governing such 


NOTICES 


appeals. Further information on the 
manner of and requirements for filing 
an appeal may be obtained from the 
Bureau of Land Management, 555 Cor- 
dova Street, Pouch 7-512, Anchorage, 
Alaska 99510. 

If an appeal is taken, the adverse 
parties to be served are: 


State of Alaska, Division of Lands, 323 East 
Fourth Avenue, Anchorage, Alaska 99501. 
ix Corp. St. Paul Island, Alaska 

99660. 


The Aleut Corp. 833 Gambell Street An- 
chorage, Alaska 99501. 
SuE A. Wotr, 
Chief, Branch of Adjudication. 
{FR Doc. 78-21977 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-70] 


{Order No. 6] 


ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER, ET AL., GULF IS- 
LANDS NATIONAL SEASHORE, FLORIDA 
AND MISSISSIPPi DISTRICTS 


Delegation of Authority 


Section 1. Administrative Officer. 
The Administrative Officer may ex- 
ecute, approve, and administer con- 
tracts not in excess of $100,000 for 
supplies, equipment, or services in con- 
formity with applicable regulations 
and statutory authority and subject to 
the availability of appropriated funds. 

Sec. 2. Assistant Superintendent. 
The Assistant Superintendent may ex- 
ecute, approve, and administer con- 
tracts not in excess of $100,000 for 
supplies, equipment, or services in con- 
formity with applicable regulations 
and statutory authority and subject to 
the availability of appropriated funds. 

Sec. 3. Supply Technician. The 
Supply Technican may execute, ap- 
prove, and administer contracts not in 
excess of $10,000 for supplies, equip- 
ment, or services in conformity with 
applicable regulations and statutory 
authority and subject to the availabil- 
ity of appropriated funds. 

Sec. 4. Administrative Service Assist- 
ant. The Administative Service Assist- 
ant may execute, approve, and admin- 
ister contracts not in excess of $10,000 
for supplies, equipment, or services in 
conformity with applicable regulations 
and statutory authority and subject to 
the availability of appropriated funds. 

Sec. 5. YACC Camp Director, Admin- 
istrative Technician, Supply Clerk, 
Program Officers, and Supervisory 
Work Coordinator. The YACC Camp 
Director, Administrative Technician, 
Supply Clerk, Program Officers, and 
Supervisory Work Coordinator of the 
Gulf Isalnds National Seashore, 
Young Adult Conservation Corps may 
issue purchase orders (10-131) and 
field purchase orders (SF-44) not in 
excess of $500 for supplies, equipment, 
or services in conformity with applica- 
ble regulations and statutory authori- 
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ty and subject to the availability of ap- 
propriated funds. 

Sec. 6. Revocation. This order super- 
sedes order No. 5, dated June 7, 1977 
and published in 42 FR 40052 on 
August 8, 1977. 


(National Park Service order No. 77 (38 FR 
7478), as amended; Southeast Region order 
No. 6 (42 FR 59428).) 


Dated: April 21, 1978. 


FRANKLIN D. PRIDEMORE, 
Superintendent, 
Gulf Islands National Seashore. 
(FR Doc. 78-21971 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-70] 


{Order No. 2] 


Racor ateegeet. OFFICER, ET AL., BUFFALO 
NATIONAL RIVER 


Delegation of Authority 


SecTion 1. Administrative Officer. — 
The Administrative Officer may issue 
contracts not in excess of $25,000 for 
equipment, supplies or services in con- | 
formity with applicable regulations | 
and statutory authority and subject to 
availability of appropriated funds. 

Sec. 2. Supply Technician. The 
Supply Technician may issue con- | 
tracts not in the excess of $500 for | 
equipment, supplies, and services in ; 
conformity with applicable regulations : 
and statutory authority and subject to « 
the availability of appropriated funds. | 

Sec. 3. Young Adult Conservation , 
Corps Camp Director. The Camp. Di- ; 
rector may issue contracts not in ; 
excess of $2,000 for supplies, equip- , 
ment or services in conformity with | 
applicable regulations and statutory © 
authority and subject to availability of | 
appropriated funds. 

Sec. 4. Young Adult Conseriaticie | 
Corps Administrative Technician. The 
Administrative Technician may issue ; 
contracts not in excess of $500 for 
equipment, supplies, and services in : 
conformity with applicable regulations | 
and statutory authority and subject to 
the availability of appropriated funds. , 

Sec. 5. Revocation. This order super- ' 
sedes order No. 1, Buffalo National 
River, and published Tuesday, Janu- 
ary 28, 1975 (FR vol. 40 No. 19 page 
4169, January 28, 1975). 


(National Park Service order No. 77, 38 FR 
7478, as amended, Southwest Region order 
No. 5, 37 FR 7722 as amended.) 


Dated: May 26, 1978. 
L. LORRAINE MINTZMYER, 
Superintendent, 
Buffalo National River. 
{FR Doc. 78-21976 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 
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[4310-70] 
ASSATEAGUE ISLAND NATIONAL SEASHORE 


Announcement of Public Meetings to Review 
Assessment of Alternatives 


The National Park Service, U.S. Fish 
and Wildlife Service, and the Mary- 
land Park Service invite all those in- 
terested in the future of Assateague 
Island to attend a public meeting 
during the week of August 14. A series 
of these meetings will be held that 
week in Lancaster, Pa., Riverdale, Md., 
Worcester County, Md., and Chinco- 
teague, Va. to review the “Assessment 
of Alternatives’ for Assateague Island. 

This document presents three alter- 
native courses of action for the island. 
The public’s review of this document 
is solicited and a forum for this review 
will be the public meetings. Limited 
numbers of the “Assessment of Alter- 
natives” will be available on or abou 
July 1, 1978. Those people not already 
on the mailing list can obtain copies 
by contacting one of the offices listed 
below. 

Written comments are invited and 
will be accepted until September 1, 
1978. 

Further information can be obtained 
from: 


Superintendent, Assateague Island National 
Seashore, Route 2, Box 294, Berlin, Md. 
21811. 

Manager, Chincoteague National Wildlife 
Refuge, P.O. Box 62, Chincoteague, Va. 
23336. 

Superintendent, Assateague State Park, 
Route 2, Box 293, Berlin, Md. 21811. 


Dated: June 15, 1978. 


RICHARD L. STANTON, 
Regional Director, 
Mid-Atlantic Region. 
{FR Doc. 78-21966 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-70] 


CARL SANDBURG HOME NATIONAL HISTORIC 
SITE, NORTH CAROLINA 


Availability of Environmental Review on Envi- 
ronmental Assessment for Development 
Concept Plan 


In February 1978 the National Park 
Service completed and placed on 
public review an environmental assess- 
ment on the development concept plan 
for Carl Sandburg Home National His- 
toric Site. Public meetings were held 
in the vicinity of the park in February 
1978. 

After making an _ environmental 
review of the alternatives presented in 
the assessment and after public com- 
ment thereon, the National Park Serv- 
ice determined that this proposal 
would not have a significant effect on 
the human environment; therefore, an 
environmental impact statement will 
not be prepared. 


NOTICES 


Anyone needing additional informa- 
tion should contact the Regional Di- 
rector, Southeast Regional Office, Na- 
tional Park Service, 1895 Phoenix 
Boulevard, Atlanta, Ga. 30349 or the 


‘Superintendent, Carl Sandburg Home 


National Historic Site, P.O. Box 395, 
Flat Rock, N.C. 28731. Copies of the 
environmental review may be obtained 
from the above locations. 

Projects under this plan will begin in 
30 days. 


Dated: July 6, 1978. 


NEAL G. GUSE, Jr., 
Acting Regional Director, 
Southeast Region. 
{FR Doc. 78-21970 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-70] 


CHICKASAW NATIONAL RECREATION AREA, 
OKLAHOMA ¢ 


Concurrent Jurisdiction Accepted 


Notice is hereby given that effective 
August 8, 1978, concurrent legislative 
jurisdiction between the United States 
and the State of Oklahoma is estab- 
lished over all lands and waters within 
Chickasaw National Recreation Area. 
The retrocession of exclusive jurisdic- 
tion was authorized by the act of Oc- 
tober 7, 1976 (Pub. L. 94-458; 90 Stat. 
1939). The acceptance of jurisdiction 
was authorized by the act of February 
1, 1940 (54 Stat. 19, as amended; 40 
U.S.C. 255). 

The Chickasaw National Recreation- 
al Area, created by the act of Congress 
of March 17, 1976, known as Pub. L. 
94-235 (90 Stat. 235) is composed of 
lands formerly known as Platt Nation- 
al Park and the Arbuckle Dam and 
Reservoir. The legislative jurisdiction 
over Platt was the subject of section 7 
of the act of June 16, 1906, (34 Stat. 
272, 16 U.S.C. 153). The Arbuckle Dam 
and Reservoir was constructed by the 
Bureau of Reclamation under the act 
of August 24, 1962 (76 Stat. 395, 43 
U.S.C. 616(k), et seq.). Prior to the cre- 
ation of the~ Chickasaw Recreation 
Area, Platt was under the exclusive 
legislative jurisdiction of the United 
States, while Arbuckle was under the 
proprietary jurisdiction of the United 
States and legislative jurisdiction of 
the State. 

Exclusive jurisdiction was retroceded 
and concurrent jurisdiction was ac- 
cepted for the United states by letter 
dated April 18, 1978, from the Director 
of the National Park Service to the 
Governor of the State of Oklahoma, 
receipt of which was acknowledged by 
the Governor on June 15, 1978. 

The establishment of concurrent ju- 
risdiction will allow the National Park 
Service and the State of Oklahoma to 
jointly exercise responsibility for 
public health and safety and to other- 


wise administer this area more effec- 
tively. 
Done at the City of Washington, 
D.C., this 14th day of July 1978. 
WILLIAM J. WHALEN, 
Director, 
National Park Service. 
{FR Doc. 78-21972 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-70] 


FLOYD E. CATE 
intention to Negotiate Concession Contract 


Pursuant to the provisions of section 
5 of the act of October 9, 1965 (79 
Stat. 969; 16 U.S.C. 20), public notice is 
hereby given that on or before Sep- 
tember 7, 1978, the Department of the 
Interior, through the Director of the 
National Park Service, proposes to ne- 
gotiate concession contract with Floyd 
E. Cate, authorizing him to continue 
to provide concession facilities and ser- 
vices for the public at Great Smoky 
Mountains National Park for a period 
of five (5) years from January 1, 1979, 
through December 31, 1983. 

An analysis of the environmental 
impact of this proposed action has 
been made and it has been determined 
that it will not significantly affect the 
quality of the environment, and that it 
is not a major Federal action having a 
significant impact on the environment 
under the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969. The environmental 
analysis may be reviewed in the 
Southeast Regional Office, National 
Park Service, 1895 Phoenix Boulevard, 
Atlanta, Ga. 30349. 

The foregoing concessioner has per- 
formed his obligations to the satisfac- 
tion of the Secretary under an existing 
contract which expires by limitation 
of time on December 31, 1978, and 
therefore, pursuant to the act of Octo- 
ber 9, 1965, as cited above, is entitled 
to be given preference in the renewal 
of the contract and in the negotiation 
of a new contract. This provision, in 
effect, grants Floyd E. Cate, as the 
present. satisfactory concessioner, the 
right to meet the terms of responsive 
proposals for the proposed new con- 
tract and a preference in the award of 
the contract, if, thereafter, the propos- 
al of Mr. Cate is substantially equal to 
others received. In the event a respon- 
sive proposal superior to that of Floyd 
E. Cate (as determined by the Secre- 
tary) is submitted, Floyd E. Cate will 
be given the opportunity to meet the 
terms and conditions of the superior 
proposal the Secretary considers desir- 
able, and, if he does so, the new con- 
tract will be negotiated with Mr. Cate. 
The Secretary will consider and evalu- 
ate all proposals received as a result of 
this notice. Any proposal including 
that of the existing concessioner, must 
be submitted on or before September 
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7, 1978, to be considered and evaluat- 
ed. 

Interested parties should contact the 
Chief, Concessions Management Divi- 
sion, National Park Service, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20240, for information as to 
the requirements of the proposed con- 
tract. 


Dated: August 2, 1978. 


ROBERT STANTON; 
Acting Associate Director, 
National Park Service. 
{FR Doc. 78-21975 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-70] 


PANTHER JUNCTION AREA, BIG BEND 
NATIONAL PARK, TEX. 


Proposed Development Concept Plan Avail- 
ability of Environmental Review/Negative 
Declaration 


An environmental assessment which 
examined alternatives for a develop- 
ment concept plan at the Panther 
Junction (headquarters) area of Big 
Bend National Park, Brewster County, 
Tex., was distributed November 3, 1977 
and was made available by publication 
in the FEDERAL REGISTER of December 
16, 1977. 

An environmental review has now 
been completed and alternatives se- 
lected. Based on 27 letters received 
and on management judgments, the 
review selected a location for addition- 
al concessioner and park housing and 
for a visitor center/administration 
building expansion. 

Copies of the review are available at 
the following locations: Southwest Re- 
gional Office, National Park Service, 
1100 Old Santa Fe Trail, Post Office 
Box 728, Santa Fe, N. Mex. 87501; Big 
Bend National Park, Tex. 79834; and 
National Park Service, Room 10-G-3, 
Fritz G. Lanham Federal Center, 819 
Taylor Street, Fort Worth, Tex. 76102. 

It is the conclusion of the National 
Park Service that the selected plan is 
not a major Federal action that will 
significantly affect the human eviron- 
ment. Comprehensive design plans and 
specifications will be prepared and the 
plan implemented. No environmental 
impact statement will be prepared. 


Dated: May 26, 1978. 


JOHN E. Cook, 
Regional Director, Southwest 
Region National Park Service. 


{FR Doc. 21964 Filed 8-17-78; 8:45 am] 


NOTICES 


[4310-70] 
COrder No. 1) 
PIPESTONE NATIONAL MONUMENT, MINN. 


Delegation of Authority Regarding Purchasing 
Authority 


Sec. 1. Administrative technician. 
The administrative technician may 
issue purchase orders not in excess of 
$500 for supplies, equipment, or ser- 
vices in conformity with applicable 
regulations and statutory authority 
and subject to availability of appropri- 
ate funds. 


(National Park Service Order No. 77, 38 FR 
7478, published March 22, 1978, as amend- 
ed.) 


Dated: May 4, 1978. 
Davin L. LANE, 
Superintendent, 
Pipestone National Monument. 


{FR Doc. 78-21968 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-70] 
VIRGIN ISLANDS NATIONAL PARK 


Availability of Assessment of Alternatives 
, Solid Waste Study 


An assessment considering alterna- 
tive solutions for the collection and 
disposal of solid wastes in the Virgin 
Islands National Park and all of St. 
John Island, including the national 
park, is available for inspection at the 
Southeast Regional Office of the Na- 
tional Park Service, 1895 Phoenix 
Boulevard, Atlanta, Ga. 30349, or the 
Office of the Superintendent, Virgin 
Islands National Park, P.O. Box 806, 
Charlotte Amalie, St. Thomas, V.I. 
00801. 

In addition to the alternatives, the 
assessment considers the nature of the 


-resource, impacts of the various alter- 


natives, mitigating measures to soften 
the effects of an alternative on the 
human environment and adverse ef- 
fects that cannot be avoided should an 
alternative be implemented. 

Public comments on the assessment 
and its alternatives are solicited. Writ- 
ten comments will be received at the 
offices listed above for a period of 45 
days. 


Dated: June 5, 1978. 


JAMES L. BAINBRIDGE, 
Acting Regional Director 
Southeast Region. 


{FR Doc. 78-21965 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-70] 


PROPOSED SALINAS NATIONAL MONUMENT, 
NEW MEXICO 


Negative Declaration 


A general management plan assess- 
ment with a recommended proposal 
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and four alternatives thereto involving 
a potential Salinas National Monu- 
ment in Socorro and Torrance Coun- 
ties, N. Mex., was made available Feb- 
ruary 14, 1978. A public workshop was 
held in Mountainair, N. Mex., on 
March 22, 1978. 

As a result of the workshop and let- 
ters received commenting upon the 
proposal/assessment, an environmen- 
tal review has been completed and the 
monument boundaries have been 
modified. Recommended actions now 
include the establishment of a Salinas 
National Mounument consisting of the 
existing Gran Quivira National Moun- 
ument and two State Mouments, Abo 
and Quarai, with a central administra- 
tive/interpretive facility in the town 
of Mountainair, N. Mex. The proposal 
as narrated in the assessment docu- 
ment and as presented at the public 
workshop has been modified by de- 
creasing by 95 acres the lands pro- 
posed for acquisition surrounding the 
Abo unit. 

The National Park Service will not 
prepare any further environmental 
documents on the general manage- 
ment plan for the Salinas National 
Monument. 

Copies of the environmental review 
are on file and available upon request 
at the following locations: Southwest 
Regional Office, National Park Serv- 
ice, 1100 Old Sante Fe Trail, P.O. Box 
728, Sante Fe, N. Mex. 87501; Gran 
Quivira National Monument, Route 1, 
Mountainair, N. Mex. 87036; and the 
Chaco Center, Anthropology Building, 
Room 240, University of New Mexico, 
P.O. Box 26176, Albuquerque, N. Mex. 
87125. 

The National Park Service will await 
congressional and executive action on 
the establishment legislation and pro- 
ceed as directed if and when such leg- 
islation is enacted. 


Dated: June 29, 1978. 


JOHN E. Cook, 
Regional Director, Southwest 
Region National Park Service. 


{FR Doc. 78-21973 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-70] 
SAN JUAN ISLAND NATIONAL HISTORICAL 


Availability of Draft General Management 
Plan and Negative Declaration 


Alternatives for the general manage- 
ment plan for San Juan Island Nation- 
al Historical Park have been presented 
in an environmental assessment which 
was distributed to the public. On Octo- 
ber 12, 1977, a public workshop was 
held to discuss alternatives for the 
general management plan, and com- 
ments were accepted until November 
14, 

The National Park Service has now 
prepared a plan for final public com- 
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ment which takes into consideration 
all previous public involvement as an 
integral part of a sound planning proc- 
ess. The plan includes measures that 
will serve both long- and short-term 
needs to protect the cultural and natu- 
ral resources of the park while also 
providing for visitor use and enjoy- 
ment. 

Copies of the plan will be sent to ail 
persons, agencies and organizations 
commenting on the environmental as- 
sessment. It is also available upon re- 
quest at the Regional Office, National 
Park Service, Fourth and Pike Build- 
ing, Seattle, Wash. 98101, and at the 
Superintendent’s office, San Juan 
Island National Historical Park, Box 
549, Friday Harbor, Wash. 98250. Com- 
ments on the draft plan should be sent 
to the Regional Director at the above 
address on or before September 7, 
1978. 

It is the conclusion of the National 
Park Service that the plan is not a 
major Federal action that will signifi- 
cantly affect the environment. There- 
fore, no environmental statement will 
be prepared. 

Dated: June 16, 1978. 

RUSSELL E. DICKENSON, 
Regional Director, Pacific 


Northwest Region, National 
Park Service. 


(FR Doc. 78-21967 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4310-70] 


{Order No. 2) 


SLEEPING BEAR DUNES NATIONAL 
LAKESHORE, MICH. 


Delegation of Authority Regarding Purchasing 
Authority 

Sec. 1. Purchasing Agent. The Pur- 
chasing Agent may issue Purchase 
Orders not in excess of $1,000 for sup- 
plies, equipment or services in con- 
formity with applicable regulations 
and statutory authority and subject to 
availability of appropriate funds. 


(National Park Service Order No. 77, 38 FR 
7476 published March 22, 1973, as amended) 


Dated: May 9, 1978. 
DoNALD R. BRowN, 
Superintendent, Sleeping Bear 
Dunes National Lakeshore. 
{FR Doc. 78-21969 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





NOTICES 


[7020-02] 


INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 


{Investigation No. 337-ta-51] 
CERTAIN CIGARETTE HOLDERS 


Continuance of Prehearing Conference and 
Notice of Hearing 


Notice is hereby given that the pre- 
hearing conference in this matter, pre- 
viously scheduled for August 15, 1978, 
is continued until 9 a.m. on August 23, 
1978, in Room 610, Bicentennial Build- 
ing, 600 E Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. The purpose of this prehearing 
conference is to review the prehearing 
statements of the parties, complete 
the exchange of exhibits, and resolve 
any other matters in preparation for 
the hearing. The hearing will com- 
mence immediately after the prehear- 
ing conference. 

On or before August 15, 1978, each 
party shall file an original and 19 
copies of a prehearing statement with 
the Secretary of this Commission, and 
serve a copy on the other parties. Pre- 
hearing statements shall include: 

1. Notice of intent to attend the pre- 
hearing conference and hearing. 

2. Notice of any additional motions 
pertaining to the scope of the hearing 
or the proposed joinder of persons not 
presently named as parties. 

3. A statement of the issues to be 
considered at the hearing, with a 
statement which sets forth with par- 
ticularity a party’s contentions on 
each of the proposed issues, and a cita- 
tion to legal authorities in support 
thereof. 

4. The names of all known witnesses, 
their addresses, and a statement sum- 
marizing the contents of their testimo- 
ny. An estimate of trial time should be 
included. 

5. A list of all exhibits which the 
parties will seek to introduce at the 
hearing, with provision made that an 
exchange of exhibits take place in 
timely fashion prior to the hearing. 
The parties shall provide 10 copies of 
such exhibits to the presiding officer 
at the time they are sought to be in- 
troduced into evidence. 

The Secretary shall serve a copy of 
this notice on all parties of record, and 
shali publish it in the Freprerat ReEctrs- 
TER. 


Issued August 1, 1978. 


JANET D. SAXON, 
Administrative Law Judge. 


(FR Doc. 78-21913 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[7020-02] 
RAYON STAPLE FIBER FROM BELGIUM 


New Investigation (AA1921-186); Termination 
of Prior Investigation (AA1921-181) 


An investigation (AA1921-181) was 
commenced on May 19, 1978 (43 FR 
21740). The Secretary of the Treasury 
on July 28, 1978 (43 FR 32915) recon- 
sidered the basis for his fair value 
comparisons in the antidumping inves- 
tigation involving viscose rayon staple 
fiber from Belgium that is being, or is 
likely to be, sold at less than fair 
value, and, as a result of his reconsid- 
eration, he has modified his determi- 
nation of May 1, 1978 (43 FR 18619) 
such that the weighted average 
margin with respect to the class or 
kind of articles that are the subject of 
the above investigation is increased 
from 6.7 percent to 57.6 percent. 

Having received new and substantial- 
ly different advice from the Secretary 
of the Treasury with regard to the im- 
portation of rayon staple fiber from 
Belgium, it is obvious that for the 
Commission to make a determination 
based upon the original advice of the 
Secretary would be or might be a mis- 
take of fact. There is not enough time 
before this investigation would run 
against the statutory time limit to give 
intereted persons an opportunity to 
comment upon the change, which is 
not only a right guaranteed to them 
by the Antidumping Act itself, but 
perhaps also by considerations of due 
process. We must therefore afford in- 
terested parties opportunity to com- 
ment, notwithstanding the statutory 
time limits. Moreover, the Secretary 
appears to have given us a new deter- 
mination that effectively vacates all or 
at least a portion of his prior advice to 
the Commission, justifying a termina- 
tion of the present investigation and 
instituting a new investigatio: .. We de- 
termine therefore, that our investiga- 
tion into injury to the domestic indus- 
try based upon the margin reported on 
May 1, 1978, is now moot. 

The Commission held a hearing in 
the investigation No. AA1921-181 on 
June 20, 1978, and received evidence 
from and the views of the domestic 
producers, the importer, and the Bel- 
gian producer. Inasmuch as the new 
determination of the Treasury in- 
volves solely a change in the weighted 
average margin, the Commission is 
particularly interested that written 
comments address this matter. The 
written statements and transcript of 
the hearing from the prior investiga- 
tion will remain relevant to the Com- 
mission’s determination in the new in- 
vestigation. 

The U.S. International Trade Com- 
mission, therefore, on August 25, 1978: 

1.. Terminated investigation No. 
AA192i-181, instituted on May 19, 
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1978 (43 FR 21740), under section 
2012(a) of the Antidumping Act, 1921, 
as amended (19 U.S.C. 160(a)), without 
any determination because of the in- 
tervening advice from the Secretary; 

2. Instituted a new investigation 
(AA1921-186) to determine whether 
an industry in the United States is 
being, or is likely to be, injured, or is 
prevented from being established, by 
reason of the importation into the 
United States from Belgium of rayon 
staple fiber. The title of the new inves- 
tigation will be the same as the inves- 
tigation No. AA1921-181; and, 

3. Determined that there does not at 
this time appear to be good and suffi- 
cient reason to hold a new public hear- 
ing in the investigation; however, in 
accordance with 19 CFR 208.4, any in- 
terested party who believes that a 
public hearing should be held, may, 
within ten days after the date of publi- 
cation of this notice, submit a request 
in writing to the Secretary of the 
Commission and the reason for such 
request. 

The Commission intends to expedite 
the investigation in this case, and to 
complete the investigation and make 
its determination within 30 days after 
the date this notice is published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. Parties wishing to 
submit written statements should 
therefore submit them in a timely 
manner, at the latest August 22, 1978. 


Issued: August 3, 1978. 
By order of the Commission. 


KENNETH R. Mason, 
Secretary. 
IFR Doc. 78-22120 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[4410-01] 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


CIRCUIT JUDGE NOMINATING COMMISSION; 
SIXTH CIRCUIT PANEL 


Meetings; Correction 


The Sixth Circuit Panel of the U.S. 
Circuit Judge Nominating Commission 
has been activated to nominate candi- 
dates to fill one vacancy on the Sixth 
Circuit Court of Appeals. The Panel’s 
schedule of meetings is as follows: 

(1) The first meeting will be held on 
August 1, 1978, at 11 a.m., on the 28th 
floor of Citizens Plaza, Fifth and Jef- 
ferson Streets, Louisville, Ky. The 
morning session will be open to the 
public. The afternoon session will be 
devoted to discussion of candidates 
and will be closed to the public pursu- 
ant to Pub. L. 92-463, section 10(D) as 
amended. (CF 5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(6).) 

(2) The second meeting will be held 
on August 22, 1978, at 9 a.m., in room 
501 of the U.S. Post Office and Feder- 
al Building, Cincinnati, Ohio. The pur- 
pose of this meeting is to interview 
candidates and the meeting will be 


NOTICES 


closed to the public pursuant to Pub. 
L. 92-463, section 10(D) as amended. 
(CF 5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(6).) If necessary, 
the meeting will be continued through 
August 23, 1978. 


JULY 24, 1978. 


JOSEPH A. SANCHES, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 


{FR Doc. 78-21867 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4410-09] 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Drug Enforcement Administration 
IMPORTATION OF CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES 
Application 


Pursuant to Section 1008 of the Con- 
trolled Substance Import and Export 
Act (21 U.S.C. 958(h)), the Attorney 
General shall, prior to issuing a regis- 
tration under this section to a bulk 
manufacturer of a controlled sub- 
stance in schedule I or II, and prior to 
issuing a regulation under section 
1002(a) authorizing the importation of 
such a substance, provide manufactur- 
ers holding registrations for the bulk 
manufacture of the substance an op- 
portunity for a hearing. 

Therefore in accordance’ with 
§ 1311.42 of Title 21, Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR), notice is hereby 
given that on June 9, 1978, Applied 
Science Laboratories, Inc., Brush 
Valley Road, Oak Hall, Pa. 16827, 
made application to the Drug Enforce- 
ment Administration to be registered 
as an importer of tetrahydro- canna- 
binol, organic (7371), a basic class of 
controlled substance in schedule I, 
which, if imported, will be supplied ex- 
clusively for authorized research or as 
chemical analysis standards. 

As to the basic class of controlled 
substance listed above for which appli- 
cation for registration has been made, 
any other applicant therefor, and any 
existing bulk manufacturer registered 
therefor, may file written comments 
on or objections to the issuance of 
such registration and may, at the same 
time, file a written request for a hear- 
ing on such application in accordance 
with 21 CFR 1301.54 in such form as 
prescribed by 21 CFR 1316.47. 

Any such comments, objections or 
requests for a hearing may be ad- 
dressed to the Administrator, Drug 
Enforcement Administration, U.S. De- 
partment of Justice, 1405 I Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20537, Atten- 
tion: DEA Federal Register Represent- 
ative (Room 1203), and must be filed 
no later than September 11, 1978. 

This procedure is to be conducted si- 
multaneously with and independent of 
the procedures described in 21 CFR 
1311.42 (b), (c), (d), (e) and (f). As 
noted in a previous notice at 40 FR 


35123 


43745-46 (September 23, 1975), all ap- 
plicants for registration to import a 
basic class of any controlled substance 
in schedule I or II are and will contin- 
ue te be required to demonstrate to 
the Administrator of the Drug En- 
forcement Administration that the re- 
quirements for such registration pur- 
suant to 21 U.S.C. 958(a), 21 U.S.C. 
823(a), and 21 CFR 1311.42 (a), (b), (c), 
(d), (e) and (f) are satisfied. 


Dated: July 28, 1978. 


PETER B. BENSINGER, 


Administrator, 
Drug Enforcement Administration. 


{FR Doc. 78-22095 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4410-09] 
IMPORTATION OF CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES 
Notice of Application | 


Pursuant to Section 1008 of the Con- 
trolled Substance Import and Export 
Act (21 U.S.C. 958(h)), the Attorney 
General shall, prior to issuing a regis- 
tration under this section to a bulk 
manufacturer of a controlled sub- 
stance in schedule I or II, and prior to 
issuing a regulation under section 
1002(a) authorizing the importation of 
such a substance, provide manufactur- 
ers holding registrations for the bulk 
manufacture of the substance an op- 
portunity for a hearing. 

Therefore in accordance’ with 
§ 1311.42 of Title 21, Code of Federal 
Regulations (CFR), notice is hereby 
given that on June 14, 1978, Research 
Technology Branch, Div. of Research, 
NIDA, Room 9-42, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, Md. 20857, made application 
to the Drug Enforcement Administra- 
tion to be registered as an importer of 
the basic classes of controlled sub- 
stances listed below: 


Drug: Schedule 
Lysergic acid diethylamide (7315) ......... I 
Marihuana (7360) ah 
Tetrahydrocannabinols (7370) 
Psilocybin (7437) 
Psilocyn (7438) 
Buprenorphine (9064) 


As to the basic classes of controlled 
substances listed above for which ap- 
plication for registration has been 
made, any other applicant therefor, 
and any existing bulk manufacturer 
registered therefor, may file written 
comments on or objections to the issu- 
ance of such registration and may, at 
the same time, file a written request 
for a hearing on such application in 
accordance with 21 CFR 1301.54 in 
such form as prescribed by 21 CFR 
1316.47. 

Any such comments, objections or 
requests for a hearing may be ad- 
dressed to the Administrator, Drug 
Enforcement Administration, U.S. De- 
partment of Justice, 1405 I Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20537, Atten- 
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tion: DEA Federal Register Represent- 
ative (Room 1203), and must be filed 
no later than September 11, 1978. 

This procedure is to te conducted si- 
multaneously with and independent of 
the procedures described in 21 CFR 
1311.42(b), (c), (d), (e), and (f). As 
noted in a previous notice at 40 FR 
43745-46 (September 23, 1975), all ap- 
plicants for registration to import a 
basic class of any controlled substance 
in schedule I or II are and will contin- 
ue to be required to demonstrate to 
the Administrator of the Drug En- 
forcement Administration that the re- 
quirements for such registration pur- 
suant to 21 U.S.C. 958(a), 21 U.S.C. 
823(a), and 21 CFR 1311.42(a), (b), (c), 
(d), (e) and (f) are satisfied. 


Dated: July 28, 1978. 


Peter B. BENSINGER, 
Administrator, 
Drug Enforcement Administration. 


{FR Doc. 78-22094 Piled 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4410-09] 
MANUFACTURE OF CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES 


Notice ef Application 


Pursuant _to 21 U.S.C. 823¢a) (1), and 
Section 1361.43(a) of Title 21 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), 
this is notice that on June 9, 1978, Ap- 
plied Science Labs., Inc., Brush Valley 
Road, Oak Hall, Pa. 16827, made appli- 
cation to the Drug Enforcement Ad- 
ministration (DEA) for registration as 
a bulk manufacturer of the basic class 
of controlled substances listed below: 
Drug: Sutietate 

Mescaline (7381) 
yc rhocmeas metnoropviamice 
Morphine-N-oxide (9307) 


Any other such applicant, and any 
person who is presently registered 
with DEA to manufacture such sub- 
stances, may file comments or objec- 
tions to the issuance of the above ap- 
plication and may also file a written 
request for a hearing thereon in ac- 
cordance with 21 CFR 1301.54 and in 
the form prescribed by 21 CFR 
1316.47. 

Any such comments, objections or 
requests for a hearing may be ad- 
dressed to the Administrator, Drug 
Enforcement Administration, U.S. De- 
partment of Justice, 1405 I Street, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20537, Atten- 
tion: DEA Federal Register Represent- 
ative (Room 1203), and must be filed 
no later than September 11, 1978. 


Dated: July 28, 1978. 


Peter B. BENSINGER, 
Administrator, 
Drug Enforcement Administration. 


{FR Doc. 78-22093 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 








[4410-09] 
MANUFACTURE OF CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES 


Application 


Pursuant to 21 U.S.C. 823(a)(1), and 
Section 1301.43(a) of Title 21 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR), 
this is notice that on June 14, 1978, 
Abbott Labs., 14th & Sheridan Road, 
Attn: Customer Service D-345, North 
Chicago, Ill. 60064, made application 
to the Drug Enforcement Administra- 
tion (DEA) for registration as a bulk 
manufacturer of the schedule II con- 
trolled substance pentobarbital (2270). 


Any other such applicant, and any 
person who is presently registered 
with DEA to manufacture such sub- 
stance, may file comments or objec- 
tions to the issuance of the above ap- 
plication and may also file a written 
request for a hearing thereon in ac- 
cordance with 21 CFR 1301.54 and in 
rd os prescribed by 21 CFR 

316.47. 


Any such comments, objections or 
requests for a hearing ‘may be ad- 
dressed to the Administrator, Drug 
Enforcemént Administration, U.S. De- 
partment of Justice, 1405 I Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20537, Atten- 
tion: DEA Federal Register Represent- 
ative (Room 1203), and must be filed 
no later than September 11, 1978. 


Dated: August 2, 1978. 


ARTHUR LEwIs, 


Acting Adminisirator, 
Drug Enforcement Adminisiration. 


[FR Doc. 78-22092 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am) 





[4510-30] 
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 


Employment and Training Administration 


MIGRANT AND SEASONAL FARMWORKER 
PROGRAMS 


Fiscal Year 1979 State Planning Estimates 


AGENCY: Employment and Training 
Administration, Labor. 


ACTION: Notice. 
SUMMARY: Pursuant to 29 CFR 


_ 97.204 and 29 CFR 97.211, the Employ- 


ment and Training Administration is 
required to announce State planning 
estimates of resources available to im- 
plement programs funded under title 
III, section 303 of the Comprehensive 
Employment and Act 
(CETA) of 1973, as amended. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Harry Kranz, Acting Director, Office 
of Farmworker Programs, 601 D 


Street NW., Room 6308, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20213, phone 202-376-6128. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
1. Fiscal year 1979 State planning esti- 
mates. Planning estimates are an- 
nounced for planning purposes only. 
They are subject to congressional 
action on the fiscal year 1979 appro- 
priation for the Department of Labor, 
Employment and Training Adminis- 
tration, CETA. The total amount of 
planning estimates listed, $48,640,800, 
is 75 percent of 80 percent of the total 
amount planned for all section 303 
purposes in fiscal year 1979. This 
amount is based on the notice in the 
July 14, 1978, FPeperaL REGISTER, 
volume 43, No. 136, page 30369, which 
alters the fiscal year funding cycle for 
CETA, title ITI, section 303. The fund- 
ing cycle in 1979 for section 303 pro- 
—— will be January 1 to September 


The amount required to fund section 
303 programs for this 9-month period 
is $48,640,800. The apportionment of 
the planning estimates for 50 States 
and Puerto Rico is targeted toward 
each State’s percentage of the Na- 
tion’s farmworkers whose earnings fall 
below the poverty level and on each 
State’s hold harmless level of 90 per- 
cent of the fiscal year 1978 estimates. _ 
The data source utilized for these esti- 
mates is Social Security records of 
those farmworkers whose annual earn- 
ings are less than $3,000. Eligible ap- 
plicants should use the State planning 
estimates listed below in developing 
fiscal year 1979 funding requests: 


Fiscal year 1979 State planning estimate 


Louisiana Ohio 
758,850 865,425 
Maine Oklahoma 
422,100 495,075 
n 


Orego! 
736,875 
Pennsylvania 
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The States and areas open to compe- 
tition and competitive grant submis- 
sion requirements will be announced 
on or about September 22 as described 
in the July 14 notice in the FreperaL 
REGISTER. 


Signed as Washington, D.C., this 2d 
day of August, 1978. 


LAMOND GODWIN, 
Administrator, 
Office of National Programs. 


(FR Doc. 7178-22037 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4510-26] 


Occupational Safety and Health Administration 
OREGON STATE STANDARDS 


Approval 


1. Background. Part 1953 of title 29, 
Code of Federal Regulations pre- 
scribes procedures under section 18 of 
the Occupational Safety and Health 
Act of 1970 (hereinafter called the act) 
by which the Regional Administrator 
for Occupational Safety and Health 
chereinafter called Regional Adminis- 
trator) under a delegation of authority 
from the Assistant Secretary of Labor 
for Occupational Safety and Health 
Chereinafter called the Assistant Sec- 
retary) (29 CFR 1953.4) will review 
and approve standards promulgated 
pursuant to a State plan which has 
been approved in accordance with sec- 
tion 18(c) of the act and 29 CFR part 
1902. On December 28, 1972, notice 
was published in the FepERAL REGISTER 
(37 FR 28628) of the approval of the 
Oregon plan and the adoption of sub- 
part D to part 1952 containing the de- 
- Cision. The notice of approval of re- 
vised developmental schedule was fur- 
ther published on April 1, 1974, in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER. 


The Oregon plan provides for the 
adoption of State standards which are 
at least as effective as comparable 
Federal standards promulgated under 
section 6 of the act. Section 1953.20 
provides that ‘where any alteration in 
the Federal program could have an ad- 
verse impact on the at least as effec- 
tive as” status of the State program, a 
program change supplement to a State 
plan shall be required. 


In response to Federal standards 
changes, the State‘has submitted by 
letter dated November 16, 1977, from 
Roy G. Green to James W. Lake and 
incorporated as part of the plan, State 
standards comparable to 29 CFR 
1910.67 (b)(1) through (c)(5), amend- 
ments and additions to vehicle mount- 
ed elevating and rotating work plat- 
forms, as published in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER (40 CFR 13439) dated March 
26, 1975. 


NOTICES 


These State standards, which are 
contained in OAR chapter 457, Oregon 
Occupational Safety and Health Code, 
Division 56, Vehicles, were promulgat- 
ed after public hearings held on July 
12, 1976, and amended September 15, 
1977, with an opportunity for public 
comment. 


2. Decision. Having reviewed the 
State submission in comparison with 
the Federal standards, it has been de- 
termined that the State standards are 
at least as effective as the comparable 
Federal standards and accordingly 
should be approved. The significant 
area of difference is the coverage of 
regulations dealing with work in prox- 
imity to overhead high-voltage lines 
and equipment under the electrical 
and telecommunication sections by 
reference. The detailed standards com- 
parison document is available at the 
locations specified below. 


3. Location of supplement for inspec- 
tion and copying. A copy of the stand- 
ards, supplement, along with the ap- 
proved plan, may be. inspected and 
copied during normal business hours 
at the following locations: Office of 
the Regional Administrator, Occupa- 
tional Safety and Health Administra- 
tion, Room 6003, Federal Office Build- 
ing, 909 First Avenue, Seattle, Wash. 
98174; Workers’ Compensation Board, 
Labor and Industries Building, Salem, 
Oreg. 97310; and the Technical Data 
Center, Room N2349R, Third and 
Constitution Avenue NW., Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20210. 


4. Public participation. Section 
1953.2(c) of this chapter provides that 
where State standards are identical to 
or “at least as effective” as compara- 
ble Federal standards and have been 
promulgated in accordance with State 
law, approval may be effective upon 
publication without an opportunity 
for further public participation. As the 
standards under consideration are “at 
least as effective” as the Federal 
standards and have been promulgated 
in accordance with State law including 
an opportunity for public comment 
and/or a public hearing, they are ap- 
proved without an opportunity for fur- 
ther public comment. 


This decision is effective August 8, 
1978. 


(Sec. 18, Pub. L. 91-596, 84 Stat. 1602 (29 
U.S.C. 667).) 


Signed at Seattle, Wash., this 12th 
day of July 1978. 
JAMES W. LAKE, 


Regional Administrator, Occu- 
pational Safety and Health Ad- 
ministrator. 


{FR Doc. 78-22038 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 
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[4510-28] 
Office of the Secretary 
{TA-W-999T] 
AMERICAN MOTORS CORP. 
Termination of Investigation 


Pursuant to section 223(d) of the 
Trade Act of 1974 and 29 CFR 90.17, a 
termination investigation was initiated 
on October 21, 1977 to determine, with 
respect to the certification issued on 
October 28, 1976, whether total or par- 
tial separations from the ‘Kenosha, 
Wisconsin plant of the American 
Motors Corp. are no longer attributa- 
ble to the conditions specified in such 
certification. 

Notice of Investigation Regarding 
Termination of Certification of Eligi- 
bility To Apply for Worker Adjust- 
ment Assistance was published in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER On November 15, 
1977 (42 FR 59133). No public hearing 
was requested and none was held. 

The existing certification will expire 
on October 28, 1978. Since workers 
newly separated, totally or partially, 
after October 28, 1978 would be ineligi- 
ble to apply for adjustment assistance, 
termination of the certification by the 
Secretary of Labor within 90 days 
from statutory termination would 
serve no purpose; consequently the in- 
vestigation has been terminated. 


Signed at Washington, D.C. this 
28th day of July 1978. 


MarvIN M. Fooks, 
Director, Office of 
Trade Adjustment Assistance. 


{FR Doc. 78-22039 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4510-28] 


(TA-W-3253] 
ANNETTA OF CALIFORNIA, INC. 


Certification Regarding Eligibility To Apply for 
Worker Adjustment Assistance 


In accordance with section 223 of 
the Trade Act of 1974 the Department 
of Labor herein presents in the results 
of TA-W-3253: Investigation regarding 
certification of eligibility to apply for 
worker adjustment assistance as pre- 
scribed in section 222 of the act. 

The investigation was initiated on 
February 27, 1978 in response to a 
worker petition received on February 
14, 1978, which was filed by the Inter- 
national Ladies’ Garment Workers’ 
Union on behalf of workers and 
former workers producing women’s 
coats at Annetta of California, Inc., 
Pico Rivera, Calif. 

The notice of investigation was pub- 
lished in the FEpERAL REGISTER on 
March 14, 1978 (43 FR 10648). No 
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public hearing was requested and none 
was held. 

The information upon which the de- 
termination was made was obtained 
principally from officials of Annetta 
of California, Inc., its customers, the 
National Cotton Council of America, 
the U.S. Department of Commerce, 
the U.S. International Trade Commis- 
sion, industry analysts, and Depart- 
ment files. 

In order to make an affirmative de- 
termination and issue a certification of 
eligibility to apply for adjustment as- 
sistance, each of the group eligibility 
requirements of section 222 of the act 
must be met. It is concluded that all of 
the requirements have been met. 

U.S. imports of women’s misses’ and 
children’s coats and jackets increased 
absolutely in 1976 compared to 1975, 
to 2,252 thousand dozen from 1,517 
thousand dozen and increased in 1977 
to 2,723 thousand dozen. Imports also 
increased relatively to 57.5 percent in 
1976 from 38.9 percent in 1975. 

Sales by the manufacturer for whom 
the subject firm worked, as well as 
contract work with the subject firm, 


declined in 1977 compared to 1976. A’ 


survey of retail customers of the man- 
ufacturer revealed that several cus- 
tomers decreased purchases. of 
women’s coats from the manufacturer 
in 1977 compared to 1976, while in- 
creasing purchases of imports of 
women’s coats during the same period. 


CONCLUSION 


After careful review I conclude that 
increases of imports like or directly 
competitive with the women’s coats 
produced by Annetta of California, 
Inc., Pico Rivera, Calif. contributed 
importantly to the total or partial sep- 
aration of workers at that firm. In ac- 
cordance with the provisions of the 
act, I make the following certification: 


All workers of Annetta of California, Inc., 
Pico Rivera, Calif. who became totally or 
partially separated from employment on or 
after February 9, 1977 but before August 27, 
~1977 are eligible to apply for adjustment as- 
sistance under Title II, Chapter 2 of the 
Trade Act of 1974. 


Signed at Washington, D.C. this 31st 
day of July 1978. 
JAMES F’. TAYLOR, 
Director, Office of Management, 
Administration and Planning. 


{FR Doc. 78-22049 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


NOTICES 
[4510-28] 


([TA-W-3825] 
CAR-MAL SPORTSWEAR, INC. 


Negative Determination Regarding Eligibility 
To Apply for Worker Adjustment Assistance 


In accordance with section 223 of 
the Trade Act of 1974 the Department 
of Labor herein presents the results of 
TA-W-3825: Investigation regarding 
certification of eligibility to apply for 
worker adjustment assistance as pre- 
scribed in section 222 of the act. 


The investigation was initiated on 
June 12, 1978 in response to a worker 
petition received on June 7, 1978 
which was filed on behalf of workers 
and former workers producing ladies’ 
skirts at Car-Mal Sportswear, Inc., 
Boston, Mass. 

The Notice of Investigation was pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER on 
June 27, 1978 (43 FR 27925). No public 
hearing was requested and none was 
held. 

The information upon which the de- 
termination was made was obtained 
principally from officials of Car-Mal 
Sportswear, Inc., the U.S. Department 
of Commerce, the U.S. International 
Trade Commission, industry analysts, 
and Department files. 

In order to make an affirmative de- 
termination and issue a certification of 
eligibility to apply for adjustment as- 
sistance, each of the group eligibility 
requirements of section 222 of the act 
must be met. Without regard to 
whether any of the other criteria have 
been met, the following criterion has 
not been met: 


that sales or production, or both, of the 
firm or subdivision have decreased absolute- 
ly. 


Car-Mal Sportswear is a contractor 
for ladies’ skirts. Car-Mal produces 
based upon orders received and there- 
fore sales equal production. Car-Mal 
increased production of ladies’ skirts 
in 1977 compared to 1976 and in the 
first six months of 1978 compared to 
the same period in 1977. 


CONCLUSION 


After careful review, I determine 
that workers of Car-Mal Sportswear, 


Inc., Boston, Mass., are denied eligibil- 
ity to apply for adjustment assistance 
under Title II, Chapter 2 of the Trade 
Act of 1974. 


Signed at Washington, D.C. this 31st 
day of July 1978. 


JAMES F’. TAYLOR, 
Director, Office of Management, 
Administration and Planning. 


{FR Doc. 78-22050 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4510-28] 


(TA-W-3303] 


DAVIS AND FURBER MACHINE CO. 


Certification Regarding Eligibility To Apply for 
Worker Adjustment Assistance : 


In accordance with section 223 of 
the Trade Act of 1974, the Depart- 
ment of Labor herein presents the re- 
sults of TA-W-3303: Investigation re- 
garding certification of eligibility to 
apply for worker adjustment assist- 
ance as prescribed in section 222 of the 
act. 


The investigation was initiated on 
March 7, 1978, in response to a worker 
petition received on February 27, 1978, 
which was filed by the United Steel- 
workers of America and a company of- 
ficial on behalf of workers and former 
workers producing textile machinery 
at Davis and Furber Machine Co., 
North Andover, Mass. 


The notice of investigation was pub- 
lished in the FepEerRAL REGISTER on 
March 17, 1978 (43 FR 11277). No 
public hearing was requested and none 
was held. 


The information upon which the de- 
termination was made was obtained 
principally from Davis and Furber Ma- 
chine Co., its customers, the U.S. De- 
partment of Commerce, the U.S. Inter- 
national Trade Commission, industry 
analysts, anc Department files. 


In order tc make an affirmative de- 
termination 2nd issue a certification of 
eligibility to apply for adjustment as- 
sistance, each of the group eligibility 
requirements of section 222 of the act 
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must be met. It is concluded that all of 
the requirements have been met. 

Imports of textile preparatory ma- 
chinery increased from 1,735 units in 
1975 to 2,211 units in 1976 and to 2,- 
539 units in 1977. 

Imports increased from 590 units in 
the first quarter of 1977 to 955 units in 
the same quarter of 1978. The ratio of 
imports to domestic production in- 
creased from 19.3 percent in 1976 to 
38.4 percent in 1977. 


Davis and Furber sells its equipment * 


through competitive bidding. Major 
customers contacted during the inves- 
tigation confirmed that Davis and 
Furber had lost substantial bids to for- 
eign manufacturers of textile machin- 
ery in 1977. 


CONCLUSION 


After careful review of the facts ob- 
tained in the investigation, I conclude 
that increases of imports of articles 
like or directly competitive with tex- 
tile machinery, produced by Davis and 
Furber Machine Co., North Andover, 
Mass., contributed importantly to the 
decline in sales and to the total or par- 
tial separation of the workers of that 
firm. In accordance with the provi- 
sions of the act, I make the following 
certification: 


All workers at Davis and Furber Machine 
Co., North Andover, Mass., who became to- 
tally or partially separated from employ- 
ment on or after February 20, 1977, are eli- 
gible to apply for adjustment assistance 
under title II, chapter 2 of the Trade Act of 
1974. 


Signed at Washington, D.C. this 31st 
day of July 1978. 


JAMES F. TAYLOR, 
Director, Office of Management, 
Administration and Planning. 


{FR Doc. 78-22051 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4510-28] 


(TA-W-2820] 
H. MARGOLIN & CO., INC. 


Certification Regarding Eligibility To Apply for 
Worker Adjustment Assistance 


In accordance with section 223 of 
the Trade Act of 1974, the Depart- 
ment of Labor herein presents the re- 
sults of TA-W-2820: Investigation re- 
garding certification of eligibility to 
apply for worker adjustment assist- 
ance as prescribed in section 222 of the 
act. 

The investigation was initiated on 
December 27, 1977, in response to a 
worker petition received on December 
13, 1977, which was filed by the Inter- 
national Leather Goods, Plastics: & 
Novelty Workers Union on behalf of 
workers and former workers producing 
ladies’ handbags at the Fitchburg, 
Mass., plant of H. Margolin & Co., Inc. 


NOTICES 


The investigation was expanded to in- 
clude workers and former workers pro- 
ducing ladies’ handbags at the Brattle- 
boro, Vt., and New York, N.Y., facili- 
ties of H. Margolin & Co., Inc. 

The notice of investigation was pub- 
lished in the FepERAL REGISTER on Jan- 
uary 10, 1978 (43 FR 1555). No public 
hearing was requested and none was 
held. 

The information upon which the de- 
termination was made was obtained 
principally from officials of H. Margo- 
lin & Co., Inc., its customers, the Na- 
tional Handbag Association, the U.S. 
Department of Commerce, the U.S. In- 
ternational Trade Commission, indus- 
try analysts, and Department files. 

In order to make an affirmative de- 
termination and issue a certification of 
eligibility to apply for adjustment as- 
sistance, each of the group eligibility 
requirements of section 222 of the act 
must be met. It is concluded that all of 
the requirements have been met. 

Imports of ladies’ handbags in- 
creased yearly from 54.4 million units 
in 1974 to 92.8 million units in 1977 
and rose from 22.1 million units in the 
first quarter of 1977 to 34.0 million 
units in the first quarter of 1978. The 
ratio of imports to domestic handbag 
production increased annually from 
66.7 percent in 1974 to 116.6 percent in 
1977. 

Most of the customers of H. Margo- 
lin & Co. who were surveyed indicated 
that they purchased imported ladies’ 
handbags either directly from foreign 
sources or indiretly through domestic 
suppliers. Some customers surveyed 
indicated that they reduced purchases 
of handbags frdm H. Margolin & Co. 
and increased purchases of imported 
handbags. 


CONCLUSION 


After careful review of the facts ob- 
tained in the investigation, I conclude 
that increases of imports of articles 
like or directly competitive with ladies’ 
handbags produced at the Fitchburg, 
Mass.; Brattleboro, Vt.; and New York, 
N.Y., facilities of H. Margolin & Co., 
Inc., contributed importantly to the 
decline in sales or production and to 
the total or partial separations of 
workers at these plants. In accordance 
with the provisions of the act, I make 
the following certification: 

All workers of the Fitchburg, Mass.; Bratt- 
leboro, Vt.; and New York, N.Y., facilities of 
H. Margolin & Co., Inc., who became totally 
or partially separated from employment on 
or after December 6, 1976, are eligible to 


apply for adjustment assistance under title 
II, chapter 2 of the Trade Act of 1974. 
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Signed at Washington, D.C., this 
31st day of July 1978. 


i JAMES F’. TAYLOR, 
Director, Office of Management, 
Administration, and Planning. 
{FR Doc. 78-22052 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4510-28] 


(TA-W-2831] 
HYDE ATHLETIC INDUSTRIES 


Certification Regarding Eligibility To Apply for 
Worker Adjustment Assistance 


In accordance with section 223 of 
the Trade Act of 1974, the Depart- 
ment of Labor herein presents the re- 
sults of TA-W-2831: Investigation re- 
garding certification of eligibility to. 
apply for adjustment assistance as pre- 
scribed in section 222 of the act. 

The investigation was initiated on 
January 3, 1978, in response to a 
worker petition received on December 
12, 1977, which was filed on behalf of 
workers and former workers producing 
roller skates and ice hockey skates at 
the Cambridge, Mass., plant of Hyde 
Athletic Industries. The investigation 
revealed that workers at the Cam- 
bridge plant produce roller skate 
boots, ice hockey skates, and figure 
skates. 

The notice of the investigation was 
published in the FepERAL REGISTER on 
January 17, 1978 (43 FR 2459). No 
public hearing was requested and none 
was held. 

The information upon which the de- 
termination was made was obtained 
principally from officials of Hyde Ath- 
letic Industries, its customers, the U.S. 
Department of Commerce, the U.S. In- 
ternational ‘Trade Commission, indus- 
try analysts, and Department files. 

In order to make an affirmative de- 
termination and issue a certification of 
eligibility to apply for adjustment as- 
sistance each of the group eligibility 
requirements of section 222 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 must be met. The 
investigation revealed that all of the: 
requirements have been met. i 

Imports of ice skates increased both : 
absolutely and relative to domestic ! 
production in 1977 compared to 1976. | 

Imports of athletic footwear in-‘ 
creased both absolutely and relative to 
domestic production in 1976 compared 
to 1975 and in 1977 compared to 1976. 
Imports of roller skate boots are in- } 
cluded within the athletic footwear 
category. 

A survey of customers who purchase 
ice skates from Hyde revealed that 
some customers increased their pur- 
chases of imported ice skates in 1977 
compared to 1976. A survey of custom- 


~ ers who purchase roller skate boots 


from Hyde revealed that some custom- 
ers increased their purchases of im- 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 153—TUESDAY, AUGUST 6, 1978 





35128 


ported roller skate boots in 1977 com- 
pared to 1976. 


CONCLUSION 


After careful review of the facts ob- 
tained in the investigation, I conclude 
that increases of imports of articles 
like or directly competitive with roller 
skate boots and ice skates produced at 
the Cambridge, Mass., plant of Hyde 
Athletic Industries contributed impor- 
tantly to the total or partial separa- 
tion of workers and to the decline in 
sales and production at that facility. 
In accordance with the provisions of 
the act, I make the following certifica- 
tion: 


All workers at the Cambridge, Mass., 
plant of Hyde Athletic Industries who 
became totally or partially separated from 
employment on or after December 8, 1976, 
are eligible to apply for adjustment assist- 
ance under title II, chapter 2 of the Trade 
Act of 1974. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., this 
31st day of July 1978. 


JAMES F. TAYLOR, 
Director, Office of Management, 
Administration, and Planning. 


{FR Doc. 78-22053 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4510-28] 


[TA-W-3033] 


LEESONA CORP., TEXTILE MACHINERY 
DIVISION AND SALES AND SERVICE OFFICE 
TMD 


Certification Regarding Eligibility To Apply for 
Worker Adjustment Assistance 


In accordance with section 223 of 
the Trade Act of 1974, the Depart- 
ment of Labor herein presents the re- 
sults of TA-W-3033: Investigation re- 
garding certification of eligibility to 
apply for worker adjustment assist- 
ance as prescribed in section 222 of the 
act. 

The investigation was initiated on 
February 6, 1978, in response to a 
worker petition received on January 
30, 1978, which was filed by the Inter- 
national Association of Machinists & 
Aerospace Workers on behalf of work- 
ers and former workers producing 
heavy textile machinery at the War- 
wick, R.I., plant of Leesona Corp., 
Textile Machinery Division. 

The investigation was expanded to 
include the sales and service personnel 
at the Textile Machinery Division 
sales and service office in Fort Mill, 
S.C. 

The notice of investigation was pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER on 
February 17, 1978 (43 FR 7064). No 
public hearing was requested and none 
was held. . 

The information upon which the de- 
termination was made was obtained 
principally from officials of Leesona 


NOTICES 


Corp., the American Textile Machin- 
ery Association, the U.S. Department 
of Commerce, the U.S. International 
Trade Commission, industry analysts, 
and Department files. 

In order to make an affirmative de- 
termination and issue a certification of 
eligibility to apply for adjustment as- 
sistance, each of the group eligibility 
requirements of section 222 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 must be met. It is 
concluded that all of the requirements 
have been met. 

The Department’s investigation re- 
vealed that U.S. imports of textile 
winding machinery increased 48.8 per- 
cent in value in 1977 compared to 
1976. The ratio of imports to domestic 
production increased from 32.8 per- 
cent in 1975 to 34.7 percent in 1976 
and further increased to 81.4 percent 
in 1977. Although U.S. exports of tex- 
tile winding machinery have also been 
substantial, 1977 was the first year 
since 1973 that the United States was 
a net importer of textile winding ma- 
chinery. 

Imports accounted for 44.2 percent 
of the value of apparent U.S. con- 
sumption of textile wining machinery 
in 1975. The percentage increased 47.5 
percent in 1976 and further rose to 
69.1 percent in 1977. 

Leesona Corp. is a major U.S. pro- 
ducer of textile winding machinery. 
Its share of apparent U.S. consump- 
tion declined from 1975 to 1976 and 
decreased further from 1976 to 1977. 
As a result, the value of Leesona’s 
sales of textile winding machinery to 
the U.S. domestic market dropped sub- 
stantially in 1976 compared to 1975 
and further declined in 1977 compared 
to 1976. ¢ 


CONCLUSIONS 


After careful review of the facts ob- 
tained in the investigation, I conclude 
that increases of imports like or direct- 
ly competitive with heavy textile wind- 
ing machinery produced at the War- 
wick, R.I., facility of Leesona Corp., 
Textile Machinery Division, contribut- 
ed importantly to the decline in sales 
and production and to the separation 
of workers at that plant and at the 
Fort Mill, S.C. sales and service office 
of Leesona Corp. In accordance with 
the provisions of the act, I make the 
following certification: 


All workers of the Warwick, R.I., facility 
and the Fort Mill, S.C. sales and service 
office of Leesona Corp., Textile Machinery 
Division, who became totally or partially 
separated from employment on or after Jan- 
uary 26, 1977, are eligible to apply for ad- 
justment assistance under title II, chapter 2 
of the Trade Act of 1974. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., 
3ist day of July 1978. 


JAMES F’. TAYLOR, 
Director, Office of Management, 
Adminstration, and Planning. 


{FR Doc. 78-22054 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


this 


[4510-28] 


(TA-W-3282] 
MODFORM, INC. 


Negative Determination Regarding Eligibility 
To Apply for Worker Adjustment Assistance 


In accordance with section 223 of 
the Trade Act of 1974, the Depart- 
ment of Labor herein presents the re- 
sults of TA-W-3282: Investigation re- 
garding certification of eligibility to 
apply for worker adjustment assist- 
= as prescribed in section 222 of the 
act. 

The investigation was initiated on 
March 1, 1978, in response to a worker 
petition received on February 22, 1978, 
which was filed on behalf of workers 
and former workers producing nuts, 


. fasteners, and screw machines at the 


Cleveland, Ohio, plant of Modform, 
Inc. The investigation revealed that 
workers at the Cleveland plant pro- 
duced specialty nuts only. 

The notice of investigation was pub- 
lished in the FEepERAL REGISTER on 
March 14, 1978 (43 FR 10649). No 
public hearing was requested and none 
was held. 

The information upon which the de- 
termination was made was obtained 
principally from officials of Modform, 
Inc., its customers, the U.S. Depart- 
ment of Commerce, the U.S. Interna- 
tional Trade Commission, industry an- 
alysts, and Department files. 

In order to make an affirmative de- 
termination and issue a certification of 
eligibility to apply for adjustment as- 
sistance, each of the group eligibility 
requirements of section 222 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 must be met. With- 
out regard to whether any of the 
other criteria have been met, the fol- 
lowing criterion has not been met: 


That increases of imports or articles like or 
directly competitive with articles produced 
by the firm or appropriate subdivision have 
contributed importantly to the separations, 
or threat thereof, and to the absolute de- 
cline in sales and production. 


U.S. imports of specialty nuts are 
not separately identifiable within 
TSUSA Classification 646.5600. 

Industry sources estimate, however, 
that specialty nuts represent a very 
small portion of the category. Special- 
ty nuts are generally produced domes- 
tically to guarantee some onsite qual- 
ity control and minimum time lags for 
delivery. Furthermore, foreign produc- 
ers have expressed little interest in 
the U.S. market for specialty nuts. For 
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these reasons, U.S. imports of special- 
ty nuts are negligible. 

Modform customers who were sur- 
veyed indicated that they do not pur- 
chase imported specialty nuts such as 
those purchased from Modform, Inc. 


CONCLUSION 


After careful review, I determine 
that workers of the Cleveland, Ohio, 
plant of Modform, Inc., are denied eli- 
giblity to apply for adjustment assist- 
ance under title II, chapter 2 of the 
Trade Act of 1974. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., 
31st day of July 1978. 
JAMES F. TAYLOR, 
Director, Office of Management, 
Administration, and Planning. 


{FR Doc, 78-22055 Filed 8-17-78; 8:45 am] 


this 


[4510-28] 
(TA-W-2736] 
PARRY FOOTWEAR, INC. 


Negative Determination Regarding Eligibility 
To Apply for Worker Adjustment Assistance 


In accordance with section 223 of 
the Trade Act of 1974, the Depart- 
ment of Labor herein presents the re- 
sults of TA-W-2736: Investigation re- 
garding certification of eligibility to 
apply for worker adjustment assist- 
ance as prescribed in section 222 of the 
act. 

The investigation was initiated on 
December 7, 1977, in response to a 
worker petition received on November 
28, 1977, which was filed on behalf of 
workers and former workers producing 
men’s and boys’ house slippers at 
Parry Footwear, Inc., Cambridge, 
Mass. 

The notice of investigation was pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER on De- 
cember 30, 1977 (42 FR 65308). No 
public hearing was requested and none 
was held. 

The information upon which the de- 
termination was made was obtained 
principally from officials of Parry 
Footwear, Inc., its customers, the U.S. 
Department of Commerce, the U.S. In- 
ternational Trade Commission, indus- 
try analysts, and Department files. 

In order to make an affirmative de- 
termination and issue a certification of 
eligibility to apply for adjustment as- 
sistance, each of the group eligibility 
requirements of section 222 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 must be met. With- 
out regard -to whether any of the 
other criteria have been met, the fol- 
lowing criterion has not been met: 


that increases of imports of articles like or 
directly competitive with articles produced 
by the firm or subdivision have contributed 
importantly to the separations, or threat 
thereof, and to the absolute decline in sales 
or production. 


NOTICES 


U.S. imports of house slippers in- 
creased from 23.9 million pairs in 1975 
to 28.0 million pairs in 1976 and then 
decreased to 27.8 million pairs in 1977. 
The ratio of imports to domestic pro- 
duction increased from 43.1 percent in 
1976 to 43.6 percent in 1977. 

A survey by the Department of 
Parry Footwear’s customers indicates 
that imports of slippers have not sig- 
nificantly influenced the company’s 
operations. Most customers respond- 
ing to the survey indicated either that 
they do not purchase imported men’s 
and boys’ slippers or that their pur- 
chases of imported men’s and boys’ 
slippers decreased in 1977 compared to 
1976. Fifty percent of these customers 
reported increased purchases from 
Parry Footwear in 1977 compared to 
1976 and aggregated survey data show 
that customer purchases from Parry 
Footwear increased 7.7 percent in 1977 
compared to 1976. 

The survey’s results are supported 
by other data obtained during the in- 
vestigation. This data reveals that 
sales, production, and employment at 
Parry Footwear increased in 1977 com- 
pared to 1976. 


CONCLUSION 


After careful review, I determine 
that all workers of Parry Footwear, 
Inc., Cambridge, Mass., are denied eli- 
gibility to apply for adjustment assist- 
ance under title II, chapter 2 of the 
Trade Act of 1974. 


Signed at Washington, D.C., 
31st day of July 1978. 
JAMES F’. TAYLOR, 
Director, Office of Management, 
Administration, and Planning. 
{FR Doc. 78-22056 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


this 


[4510-28] 
(TA-W-2486] 
TIMEX CORP. 


Certification Regarding Eligibility To Apply for 
Worker Adjustment Assistance 


In accordance with section 223 of 
the Trade Act of 1974 the Department 
of Labor herein presents the results of 
TA-W-2486: Investigation regarding 
certification of eligibility to apply for 
worker adjustment assistance as pre- 
scribed in section 222 of the Act. 

The investigation was initiated on 
October 19, 1977, in response to a 
worker petition received on October 7, 
1977, which was filed on behalf of 
workers and former workers producing 
watch components for LED and LCD 
watches at the Middlebury, Conn. 
plant of the Timex Corp. During the 
course of the investigation it was es- 
tablished that solid state watch mod- 
ules were assembled and then inserted 
into cases at the Middlebury, Conn. 
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plant and that these operations were 
performed by workers who comprised 
the Electronics Group at that plant. 

The notice of investigation was pub- 
lished in the FenvERAL REGISTER on No- 
vember 4, 1977 (42 FR 57775) no public 
hearing was requested and none was 
held. 

The information upon which the de- 
termination was made was obtained 
principally from officials of the Timex 
Corp., the U.S. Department of Com- 
merce, the U.S. International Trade 
Commission, industry analysts and De- 
partment files. In order to make an af- 
firmative determination and issue a 
certification of eligibility to apply for 
adjustment assistance, each of the 
group eligibility requirements of sec- 
tion 222 of the Trade Act of 1974 must 
be met. It is concluded that all of the 
requirements have been met. 

Imports of nonconventional watches 
increased from 1.6 million units in 
1975 to 5.2 million units in 1976 and 
increased to 8.7 million units in 1977. 
The ratio of imports to domestic pro- 
duction increased from 55.9 percent in 
1976 to 84.5 percent in 1977. Imports 
of nonconventional watch modules in- 
creased from 327 thousand in 1975 to 
4,182 thousand in 1976 and increased 
to 5,683 thousand in 1977. The ratio of 
imports to domestic production in- 
creased from 65.7 percent in 1976 to 
98.7 percent in 1977. 

Evidence developed during the 
course of the investigation revealed 
that solid state watch modules were 
assembled and put into cases by the 
Electronics Group in order to meet ad- 
ditional volume requirements and to 
some extent as part of a piloting pro- 
gram to develop the manufacturing 
process and test market solid state 
watches. The high level of imports of 
nonconventional watches made con- 
tinuation of the production at Middle- 
bury plant economically unfeasible. 
All solid state watch production was 
terminated at Middlebury in July 
1977. All employees were separated 
when the Electronics Group was dis- 
continued in January 1978. 


CONCLUSION 


After careful review of the facts ob- 
tained in the investigation, I conclude 
that increases of imports like or direct- 
ly competitive with the solid state 
watch modules and watchheads pro- 
duced by the Electronics Group of the 
Middlebury, Conn. plant of the Timex 
Corp. contributed importantly to the 
decline in production and to the total 
or partial separation of workers of 
that group. In accordance with the 
provisions of the Act, I make the fol- 
lowing certification. 


All workers of the Electronics Group of 
the Middlebury, Conn. plant of the Timex 
Corp. who became totally or partially sepa- 
rated from employment on or after Decem- 
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ber 26, 1976, and before January 31, 1978, 
are eligible to apply for adjustment assist- 
ance under Title II, Chapter 2 of the Trade 
Act of 1974. 


Signed at Washington, D.C. this 31st 
day of July 1978. 


JAMES F.. TAYLOR, 
Director, Office of Management, 
Administration and Planning. 


{FR Doc. 78-22057 Filed 8-7-78: 8:45 am] 


[4510-28] 


([TA-W-2519] 
TIMEX CORP. 


Certification Regarding Eligibility To Apply for 
Worker Adjustment Assistance 


In accordance with section 223 of 
the Trade Act of 1974 the Department 
of Labor herein presents the results of 
TA-W-2519: Investigation regarding 
certification of eligibility to apply for 
worker adjustment assistance as pre- 
scribed in section 222 of the act. 

The investigation was initiated on 
October 27, 1977, in response to a 
worker petition received on October 
25, 1977, which was filed on behalf of 
workers and former workers assem- 
bling watches at the Abilene, Tex. 
plant of the Times Corp. The investi- 
gation has revealed that the correct 
name of the company is Timex Corp. 

The notice of investigation was pub- 
lished in the FepERAL REGISTER on No- 
vember 15, 1977 (42 FR 59132). No 
public hearing was requested and none 
was held. 

The information upon which the de- 
termination was made was obtained 
principally from officials of the Timex 
Corp., its customers, the U.S. Depart- 
ment of Commerce, the U.S. Interna- 
tional Trade Commission, industry an- 
alysts and Department files. ; 

In order to make an affirmative de- 
termination and issue a certification of 
eligibility to apply for adjustment as- 
sistance, each of the group eligibility 
criteria of section 222 of the Trade Act 
of 1974 must be met. The investigation 
has revealed that all of the require- 
ments have been met. 

U.S. imports of conventional watch- 
es increased from 12.7 million units in 
1975 to 14.0 million units in 1976 and 
increased to 18.4 million units in 1977. 
The ratio of imports to domestic pro- 
duction increased from 66.7 perent in 
1976 to 88.9 percent in 1977. 

U.S. imports of nonconventional 
watches increased from 1.6 million 
units in 1975 to 5.2 million units in 
1976 and increased to 8.7 million units 
in 1977. The ratio of imports to domes- 
tic production increased from 55.9 per- 
cent in 1976 to 84.5 percent in 1977. 

Evidence developed during the 
course of the investigation revealed 
that the closure of the Abilene, Tex. 


NOTICES 


plant occurred in 1977 as imports of 
both conventional and nonconven- 
tional watches in absolute terms 
reached their highest levels in the 
past 5 years. Some customers of Timex 
surveyed had decreased purchases of 
domestically~ produced watches and 
had increased purchases of imported 
watches. 


CONCLUSION 


After careful review of the facts ob- 
tained in the investigation, I conclude 
that increases of imports of articles 
like or directly competitive with 
watches produced at the Abilene, Tex., 
plant of the Timex Corp., contributed 
importantly to the decline in sales or 
production and to the total or partial 
separations of workers at that firm. In 
accordance with the provisions of the 
act, I make the following certification: 


All workers of the Abilene, Tex., plant of 
the Timex Corp., who became totally or par- 
tially separated from employment on or 
after October 19, 1976 and before December 
2, 1977 are eligible to apply for adjustment 
assistance under title II, chapter 2 of the 
Trade Act of 1974. 


Signed at Washington, D.C. this 31st 
day of July 1978. ; 
JAMES F.. TAYLOR, 
Director, Office of Management, 
Administration and Planning. 


{FR Doc. 78-22058 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4510-28] 


(TA-W-2783] 
UNITED STATES STEEL CORP. 


Negative Determination Regarding Eligibility 
To Apply for Worker Adjustment Assistance 


In accordance with section 223 of 
the Trade Act of 1974 the Department 
of Labor herein presents the results of 
TA-W-2783: Investigation regarding 
certification of eligibility to apply for 
worker adjustment assistance as pre- 
scribed in section 222 of the Act. 

The investigation was initiated on 
December 14, 1977 in response to a 
worker petition received on December 
9, 1977 which was filed by the United 
Steelworkers of America on behalf of 
ali workers producing all steel prod- 
ucts at the Lorain, Ohio plant of the 
United States Steel Corp. The investi- 
gation revealed that seamless and 
welded carbon pipe and tubing, hot 
rolled carbon bars, strip and skelp, and 
billets are produced at the plant. 

The notice of investigation was pub- 
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER on Jan- 
uary 10, 1978 (43 FR 1556). No public 
hearing was requested and none was 
held. 

The information upon which the de- 
termination was made was obtained 
principally from officials of United 
States Steel Corp., its customers, the 


U.S. Department of Commerce, the 
U.S. International Trade Commission, 
industry analysts and Department 
files. 

In order to make an affirmative de- 
termination and issue a certification of 
eligibility to apply for adjustment as- 
sistance, each of the group eligibility 
requirements of section 222 of the 
Trade Act of 1974 must be met. With- 
out regard to whether any of the 
other criteria have been met, the fol- 
lowing criterion has not been met: 


That increases of imports of articles like or 
directly competitive with articles produced 
by the firm or appropriate subdivision have 
contributed importantly to the separations, 
or threats thereof, and to the absolute de- 
cline in sales or production. 


The Department conducted a survey 
of some customers buying the Lorain 
plant’s principal products: Tublars and 
bars. Most customers that responded 
to the survey increased purchases 
from the Lorain plant from 1976 to 
1977. Those customers who decreased 
purchases from the Lorain plant 
either did no importing, reduced im- 
ports proportionately, or imported in- 
significant amounts. Furthermore, 
production and sales of all products in 
quantity at the Lorain plant increased 
absolutely in 1977 compared to 1976. 
Also, the average number of produc- 
tion workers at the Lorain, Ohio plant 
increased in 1977 compared to 1976. 

The Lorain plant also produces bil- 
lets, skelp, and strip most of which is 
used in the manufacture of tubular 
products at the same facility. 


CONCLUSION 


After careful review I determine 
that all workers of the Lorain, Ohio 
plant of the United States Steel Corp. 
are denied eligibility to apply for ad- 
justment assistance under Title II, 
Chapter 2 of the Trade Act of 1974. 


Signed at Washington, D.C. this 31st 
day of July 1978. 


JAMES F’. TAYLOR, 
Director, Office of Management, 
Administration and Planning. 
{FR Doc. 78-22059 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4510-28] 


INVESTIGATIONS REGARDING  CERTIFICA- 
TIONS OF ELIGIBILITY TO APPLY FOR 
WORKER ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE 


Petitions have been filed with the 
Secretary of Labor under section 
221(a) of the Trade Act of 1974 (“the 
Act”) and are identified in the appen- 
dix to this notice. Upon recéipt of 
these petitions, the Director of the 
Office of Trade Adjustment Assist- 
ance, Bureau of International Labor 
Affairs, has instituted investigations 
pursuant to section 221(a) of the Act 
and 29 CFR 90.12. 
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The purpose of each of the investi- 
gations is to determine whether abso- 
lute or relative increases of imports of 
articles like or directly competitive 
with articles produced by the workers’ 
firm or an appropriate subdivision 
thereof have contributed importantly 
to an absolute decline in sales or pro- 
duction, or both, of such firm or subdi- 
vision and to the actual or threatened 
total or partial separation of a signifi- 
cant number or proportion of the 
workers of such firm or subdivision. 

Petitioners meeting these eligibility 
requirements will be certified as eligi- 
ble to apply for adjustment assistance 
under title II, chapter 2, of the Act in 
accordance with the provisions of sub- 
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part-B of 29 CFR part 90. The investi- 
gations will further relate, as appro- 
priate, to the determination of the 
date on which total or partial separa- 
tions began or threatened to begin and 
the subdivision of the firm involved. 


Pursuant to 29 CFR 90.13, the peti- 
tioners or any other persons showing a 
substantial interest in the subject 
matter of the investigations may re- 
quest a public hearing, provided such 
request is filed in writing with the Di- 
rector, Office of Trade Adjustment As- 
sistance, at the address shown below, 
not later than. 


Interested persons are invited to 
submit written comments regarding 
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the subject matter of the investiga- 


- tions to the Director, Office of Trade 


Adjustment Assistan 
shown below. 


The petitions filed in this case are 
available for inspection at the Office 
of the Director, Office of Trade Ad- 
justment Assistance, Bureau of Inter- 
national Labor Affairs, U.S. Depart- 
ment of Labor, 200 Constitution 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C. 20210. 


Signed at Washington, D.C. this 31st 
day of July 1978. 


Haroip A. Bratt, 
Acting Director, Office of 
Trade Adjustment Assistance, 


, at the address 





Petitioner: Union/workers or 
former workers of— 


Location 


Date 
received 


Date of 


petition No. 


Petition 


Articles produced 





AMF-Hofran Division AMF, Inc. Tampa, Fla 
(Retail, Wholesale & Department 
Store Union). 


Carney Bros. Automotive (workers) Ely, Nev 


July 27,1978 July 20, 1978 


July 24,1978 July 19, 1978 





Cleaner & Hanger Co. (USWA) 


Meyer Daniel Products, Corp. (work- Brooklyn, N.Y ...........0.-s0009+ 


ers). 


E. I. du Pont de Nemours & Co., Inc., Martinsburg, W. Va 


Potomac River Works (company). 


GAF Corp., Building Products Group Houston, Tex 


(Teamsters). 


Genesco, Inc., General Shoe Co., Divi- Huntsville, Ala 


sion (company). 
L. N. Gross Co. (company) 


Manhattan Shirt Co., Inc. (ACTWU).. Americus, Ga 


Mired Foundations, Inc. (ILGWU) 
F/V Peter & Linda (workers) 


Henry I. Siegel Co., Inc. (ACTWU) 
Do. 





Sporn Dress Co., Inc. (workers) 

Twinkle Undergarment Co., 
(workers). 

Uniroyal, Inc. (company) 


United Slipper Co., Inc. (company) 


United States Steel Corp., 
Works (USWA). 


Pueblo, Colo 


Inc. New York, N.Y. LOBE 


Texas Baytown, Tex 


July 27, 1978 
July 18, 1978 
July 25, 1978 
Wuly 24, 1978 
"July 26, 1978 


July 1, 1978 
July 13, 1978 
July 24, 1978 
July 18, 1978 
July 24, 1978 


do 
July 19, 1978 


do 
July 24, 1978 


July 10, 1978 
July 26, 1978 


. July 20, 1978 
d 


June 29, 1978 
July 21, 1978 
July 18, 1978 
lo do 

July 28,1978 July 26, 1978 
July 18,1978 July 11, 1978 

July 18, 1978 
July 28,1978 July 25, 1978 


July 27, 1978 


TA-W-4,002 
TA-W-4,003 
TA-W-4,004 
TA-W-4,005 
TA-W-4,006 
TA-W-4,007 
TA-W-4,008 


TA-W-4,009 
TA-W-4,010 


TA-W-4,011 
TA-W-4,012 


TA-W-4,013 
TA-W-4,014 
TA-W-4,015 
TA-W-4,016 
TA-W-4,017 
TA-W-4,018 


TA-W-4,019 


Leather and rubber covered softballs and 
baseballs. 


General automotive repair. 

Steel wire rod, wire rod products, reinforce- 
ment wire. 

Lampshades. 


Finished smokeless powder. 
Vinyl asbestos—floor tile. 
Men’s footwear. 


Production office and sales office. 

Men’s dress and sport shirts and some 
ladies’ blouses. 

Brassieres and girdles. 

The catching and selling of whiting and 
ground fish. 

Men’s and ladies’ slacks 

Do. 


Ladies’ gowns, dresses, and pants suits. 
Ladies’ undergarments. 


Buys vinyl coated fabrics and ‘from this 
produces rainwear. 

Men’s, women’s, and children’s soft sole 
bedroom slippers. 

Carbon steel pipe. 





{FR Doc. 78-22036 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





NATIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
ON OCEANS AND ATMOSPHERE 


FEDERAL ORGANIZATION FOR MARINE AND 
ATOMOSPHEREIC AFFAIRS 


Meeting 


Auvcust 4, 1978. 


Pursuant to Sec. 10(a)(2) of the Fed- 
eral Advisory Committee Act, 5 U.S.C. 
(App. 1976), notice is hereby given 
that the National Advisory Committee 
on Oceans and Atmosphere (NACOA) 
will hold a workshop on the Federal 
-Organization f - Marine and Atoms- 
pheric Affairs on Thursay and Friday, 


August 17-18, 1978. These sessions will 

be held in Room 200A of the Joseph 

Henry Building of the National Acade- 

my of Sciences, 21st Street and Penn- 

sylvania Avenue NW., Washington, 

= and will begin at 9 a.m. on both 
ys. 

The Committee, consisting of 18 
non-Federal members, appointed by 
the President from State and local 
governments, industry, science, and 
other appropriate areas, was estab- 
lished by the Congress by Pub. L. 95- 
63, on July 5,-1977. Its duties are to: 
(1) Undertake a continuing review, on 
a selective basis, of national ocean 


policy, coastal zone management, and 
the status of the marine and atomos- 
pheric science and service programs of 
the United States; (2) advice the Sec- 
retary of Commerce with respect to 
the carrying out of the programs ad- 
ministered by the National Oceanic 
and Atomspheric Administration; and 
(3) submit an annual report to the 
President and to the Congress setting 
forth an assessment, on a selective 
basis, of the status of the Nation’s 
marine and atmospheric activities, and 
submit such other reports as may 
from time to time be requested by the 
President or the Congress. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 153—TUESDAY, AUGUST 6, 1978 





35132 


The agenda will be as follows: 


August 17, 1978: 

0900—(Room 200A) Opening Remarks, 
Mr. Marne A. Dubs, NACOA. 

Purpose of workshop. 

Plan for the workshop and instructions to 
working groups. 

Current Organizational Structure—Dr. 
James Curlin, Department of Commerce. 

Criteria for assessment—Mr. Timothy 
Hennessey, University of Rhode Island. 

Discussion—Mr. Marne A. Dubs, NACOA. 

1200—Lunch. 

1300—Working group meetings (Rooms to 
be announced). 

@ Living Resources (Fisheries)—Mr. Henry 
J. Cofer, NACOA. 

@ Offshore Oil, Gas and Minerals, Dr. 
Donald L. McKernan, Chairman, NACOA. 

@ Marine Transportation—Mr. Michael R. 
Naess, NACOA. 

@ Environmental Protection and Resource 
Conservation—Ms. Sarah Chasis, NACOA. 

@ Scientific Research—Dr. John R. 
Knauss, NACOA. 

@ Coastal Recreation and Development— 
Dr. Jack R. Van Lopik, NACOA. 

1700—Adjourn. 


August 18, 1978: 


0900—Working group meetings—contin- 
ued. 

1100—Plenary session (Room 200A). 

@ Reports of working group chairmen. 

@ Summary and discussion. 

1600—Adjourn. 

These sessions are open to the 
public. However, in view of stringent 
space limitations, admission must be 
restricted to those with - reservations 
only. In this connection, persons inter- 
ested in attending any of these ses- 
sions should call the NACOA staff to 
make reservations, which will be han- 
dled on a first-come-first-served basis. 

Persons wishing to make formal 
statements should notify the Chair- 
man in advance of the meeting. The 
Chairman retains the perogative to 
place limits on the duration of oral 
statements and discussions. Written 
statements may be submitted before 
or after each session. 

Additional information concerning 
this meeting may be obtained through 
the Committee’s Executive Director, 
Douglas L. Brooks, whose mailing ad- 
dress is: National Advisory Committee 
on Oceans and Atmosphere, 3300 Whi- 
tehaven Street NW. (Room 434, Page 
Building No. 1), Washington, D.C. 
20235. The telephone numer is 254- 
8418. 


Dated: August 7, 1978. 


Dovusctas L. Brooks, 
Executive Director. 
{FR Doc. 78-22295 Filed 8-7-78; 10:58 am] 
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[7536-01] 


NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE 
ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES 


HUMANITIES PANEL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 


Meeting 


JULY 26, 1978. 


Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L. 92-463, as amended) notice is 
hereby given that a meeting of the 
Humanities Panel will be held at 806 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20506, in the first floor conference 
room, from 9 a.m. to 5:30 p.m. on 
August 25, 1978. 

The purpose of the meeting is to 
review NEH independent fellowship 
applications in Modern European His- 
tory submitted to the National Endow- 
ment for the Humanities for projects 
beginning after January 1, 1979. 

Because the proposed meeting will 
consider financial information and dis- 
close information of a personal nature 
the disclosure of which would consti- 
tute a clearly unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy, pursuant to authori- 
ty granted me by the Chairman’s dele- 
gation of authority to close advisory 
committee meetings, dated January 
15, 1978, I have determined that the 
meeting would fall within exemptions 
(4) and (6) of 5 U.S.C. 552b(c) and that 
it is essential to close the meeting to 
protect the free exchange of internal 
views and to avoid interference with 
operation of the Committee. 

It is suggested that those desiring 
more specific information contact the 
Advisory Committee Management Of- 
ficer, Mr. Stephen J. McCleary, 806 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20506, or call area ‘code 202-724-0367. 

STEPHEN J. McCLEary, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 
“FR Doc. 78-22113 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[7536-01] 


HUMANITIES PANEL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 


Meeting 


JULY 26, 1978. 


Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L. 92-463, as amended) notice is 
hereby given that a meeting of the 
Humanities Panel will be held at 806 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20506, in room 807, from 9 a.m. to 5:30 
p.m. on August 25, 1978. 

The purpose of the meeting is to 
review NEH independent fellowship 
applications in Metaphysics, Episte- 
mology, Aesthetics, and Linguistics 
submitted to the National Endowment 
for the Humanities for projects begin- 
ning after January 1, 1979. 


Because the proposed meeting will 
consider financial information and dis- 
close information of a personal nature 
the disclosure of which would consti- 
tute a clearly unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy, pursuant to authori- 
ty granted me by the Chairman’s dele- 
gation of authority to close advisory 
committee meetings, dated January 
15, 1978, I have determined that the 
meeting would fall within exemptions 
(4) and (6) of 5 U.S.C. 552b(c) and that 
it is essential to close the meeting to 
protect the free exchange of internal 
views and to avoid interference with 
operation of the Committee. 

It is suggested that those desiring 
more specific information contact the 
Advisory Committee Management Of- 
ficer, Mr. Stephen J. McCleary, 806 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20506, or call area code 202-724-0367. 


STEPHEN J. McCLEarY, 
Advisory Committee, 
Management Officer. 
(FR Doc. 78-22114 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[7536-01] 
HUMANITIES PANEL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 


Meeting 
JULY 26, 1978. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L. 92-463, as amended,) notice is 
hereby given that a meeting of the 
Humanities Panel will be held at 806 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20506, in room 314, from 9 a.m. to 5:30 
p.m. on August 26, 1978. 

The purpose of the meeting is to 
review NEH independent fellowship 
applications in Early European Histo- 
ry submitted to the National Endow- 
ment for the Humanities for projects 
beginning after January 1, 1979. 

Because the proposed meeting will 
consider financial information and dis- 
close information of a personal nature 
the disclosure of which would consti- 
tute a clearly unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy, pursuant to authori- 
ty granted me by the Chairman’s dele- 
gation of authority to close advisory 
committee meetings, dated January 
15, 1978, I have determined that the 
meeting would fall within exemptions 
(4) and (6) of 5 U.S.C. 552b(c) and that 
it is essential to close the meeting to 
protect the free exchange of internal 
views and to avoid interference with 
operation of the Committee. 

It is suggested that those desiring 


‘more specific information contact the 


Advisory Committee Management Of- 
ficer, Mr. Stephen J. McCleary, 806 
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15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20506, or call area code 202-724-0367. 


STEPHEN J. McCLeEary, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 


{FR Doc. 78-22115 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[7536-01] 
HUMANITIES PANEL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Meeting 


JULY 26, 1978. 


Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L. 92-463, as amended,) notice is 
hereby given that a meeting of the 
Humanities Panel will be held at 806 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20506, in room 314, from 9 a.m. to 5:30 
p.m. on August 29, 1978. 

The purpose of the meeting is to 
review NEH independent fellowship 
applications in Non-European History 
submitted to the National Endowment 
for the Humanities for projects begin- 
ning after January 1, 1979. 

Because the proposed meeting will 
consider financial information and dis- 
close information of a personal nature 
the disclosure of which would consti- 
tute a clearly unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy, pursuant to authori- 
ty granted me by the Chairman’s dele- 
gation ‘of authority to close advisory 
committee meetings, dated January 
15, 1978, I have determined that the 
meeting would fall within exemptions 
(4) and (6) of 5 U.S.C. 552b(c) and that 
it is essential to close the meeting to 
protect the free exchange of internal 
views and to avoid interference with 
operation of the Committee. 

It is suggested that those desiring 
more specific information contact the 
Advisory Committee Management Of- 
ficer, Mr. Stephen J. McCleary, 806 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20506, or call area code 202-724-0367. 


STEPHEN J. McCLEaARY, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 


(FR Doc. 78-22116 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[7536-01] 

HUMANITIES PANEL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

3 JuLy 26, 1978. 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L. 92-463, as amended,) notice is 
hereby given that a meeting of the 
Humanities Panel will be held at 806 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20506, in room 314, from 9 a.m. to 5:30 
p.m. on August 31, 1978. 

The purpose of the meeting is to 
review NEH Independent Fellowship 
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applications in U.S. History submitted 
to the National Endowment for the 
Humanities for projects beginning 
after January 1, 1979. 

Because the proposed meeting will 
consider financial information and dis- 
close information of a personal nature 
the disclosure of which would consti- 
tute a clearly unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy, pursuant to authori- 
ty granted me by the Chairman’s dele- 
gation of authority to close advisory 
committee meetings, dated January 
15, 1978, I have determined that the 
meeting would fall within exemptions 
(4) and (6) of 5 U.S.C. 552b(c) and that 
it is essential to close the meeting to 
protect the free exchange of internal 
views and to avoid interference with 
operation of the Committee. 

It is suggested that those desiring 
more specific information contact the 
Advisory Committee Management Of- 
ficer, Mr. Stephen J. McCleary, 806 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20506, or call area code 202-724-0367. 


STEPHEN J. McCLeEary, 
Advisory Commitiee 
Management Officer. 
{FR Doc. 78-22117 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[7536-01] 
HUMANITIES PANEL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Meeting 


JuLy 26, 1978. _ 


Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L. 92-463, as amended,) notice is 
hereby given that a meeting of the 
Humanities Panel will be held at 806 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20506, in room 314, from 9 a.m. to 5:30 
p.m. on September 1, 1978. 

The purpose of the meeting is to 
review NEH independent fellowship 
applications in Religion submitted to 
the National Endowment for the Hu- 
manities for projects beginning after 
January 1, 1979. : 

Because the proposed meeting will 
consider financial information and dis- 
close information of a personal nature 
the disclosure of which would consti- 
tute a clearly unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy, pursuant to authori- 
ty granted me by the Chairman’s dele- 
gation of authority to close advisory 
committee. meetings, dated January 
15, 1978, I have determined that the 
meeting would fall within exemptions 
(4) and (6) of 5 U.S.C. 552b(c) and that 
it is essential to close the meeting to 
protect the free exchange of internal 
views and to avoid interference with 
operation of the Committee. 

It is suggested that those desiring 
more specific information contact the 
Advisory Committee Management Of- 
ficer, Mr. Stephen J. McCleary, 806 
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15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20506, or call area code 202-724-0367. 


STEPHEN J. McCLeEary, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 
{FR Doc. 78-22118 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[7536-01] 
HUMANITIES PANEL ADVISORY COMMITTEE 
Meeting 


JULY 26, 1978. 
Pursuant to the provisions of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. 
L. 92-463, as amended) notice is 
hereby given that a meeting of the 


. Humanities Panel will be held at 806 


15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20506, in room 314, from 9 a.m. to 5:30 
p.m. on September 2, 1978. 

The purpose of the meeting is to 
review NEH independent fellowship 
applications in Political Science and 
Law submitted to the National Endow- 
ment for the Humanities for projects 
beginning after January 1, 1979. 

Because the proposed meeting will 
consider financial information and dis- 
close informatior of a personal nature 
the disclosure of which would consti- 
tute a clearly unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy, pursuant to authori- 
ty granted mé by the chairman’s dele- 
gation of authority to close advisory 
committee meetings, dated January 
15, 1978, I have determined that the 
meeting would fall within exemptions 
(4) and (6) of 5 U.S.C. 552b(c) and that 
it is essential to close the meeting to 
protect the free exchange of internal 
views and to avoid interference with 
operation of the Committee. 

It is suggested that those desiring - 
more specific information contact the 
Advisory Committee Management Of- 
ficer, Mr. Stephen J. McCleary, 806 
15th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20506, or call area code 202-724-0367. 


STEPHEN J. McCLeEary, 
Advisory Committee 
Management Officer. 


(FR Doc. 78-22119 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[7555-01] 
NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 


NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
APPROPRIATE TECHNOLOGY FORUMS 


Program Pian 


The Directorate for Applied Science 
and Research Applications of the Na- 
tional Science Foundation has been di- 
rected to design and present to the 
House Committee on Science and 
Technology a program plan for appro- 
priate technology. The plan is due by 
the end of calendar year 1978 for pos- 
sible implementation in fiscal year 
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1980. Appropriate technology is tech- 
nology which is best suited to the spe- 
cific local cultural, economic, social, 
and political conditions at the site of 
application. The design or adaptation 
of such technology includes an exami- 
nation of conditions of the site and 
consideration of several factors nor- 
mally not identified through the mar- 
ketplace. Some of these factors in- 
clude preferences of users for technol- 
ogy which conserves natural resources, 
is compatible with local labor skills, 
and which enhances the social and 
ecological fabric of the site of applica- 
tion. The markets for appropriate 
technology are varied and widely dif- 
fused and include the small farmer, 
the small businessman, and the small 
manufacturer. 

The Committee has urged the NSF 
to incorporate full public participation 
in planning the appropriate technol- 
ogy program. Therefore, the NSF is 
soliciting the views of representatives 
from the scientific and nonscientific 
communities, state and local govern- 
ment, small businesses, professional 
societies, and from individuals and citi- 
zen groups with expertise, experience, 
or interest in appropriate technology. 

The committee further urged the 
NSF to conduct a number of public 
workshops during the development of 
the required: comprehensive plan. To 
comply with this request, the NSF is 
conducting public forums on appropri- 
ate technology throughout the coun- 
try. 

Information about the forums is as 
follows: 


Northwest Forum—Eugene, Oreg.: 
Participation is encouraged from 
residents of Alaska, northern Cali- 
fornia, Hawaii, Idaho, Montana, 
Oregon, and Washington. 

Date and time: September 8, 1978; 9 
a.m. to 4 p.m. and September 9, 1978; 
9 a.m, to 3:30 p.m. 

Place: Bean Complex, University of 
Oregon, Eugene, Oreg. 

Contact person: Gerald Udell, Experi- 
mental Center for the Advancement 
of Invention and Innovation, College 
of Business Administration, Univer- 
sity of Oregon, 131 Gilbert Hall, 
Eugene, Oreg. 97403, 503-686-3326. 


Southeast Forum—Atlanta, Ga: Par- 
ticipation is encouraged from resi- 
dents of Alabama, Delaware, the 
District of Columbia, Florida, Geor- 
gia, Kentucky, Maryland, Mississip- 
pi, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, Virginia, and West Vir- 
ginia. 

Date and time: September 17, 1978; 12 
noon to 5 p.m. and September 18, 
1978; 9 a.m. to 5 p.m. 

Place: September 17th, Ball Room, 
Student Center, Georgia Institute of 
Technology; September 18th, Space 
Science Technology Building Lec- 


< 
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ture Hall, Georgia Institute of Tech- 
nology, Atlanta, Ga. 

Contact person: David Clifton, Jr., 
Georgia Institute of Technology, En- 
gineering Experiment Station, At- 
lanta, Ga. 30332, 404-894-3841. 


West Coast Forum—Tucson, Ariz.: 
Participation is encouraged from 
residents of Arizona, Southern Cali- 
fornia, Nevada, and Utah. 

Date and time: September 21, 1978; 8 
a.m. to 5 p.m. 

Place: Marriott Hotel, 180 W. Broad- 
way, Tucson, Ariz. 

Contact person: Kennith E. Foster, 
Office of Arid Land Studies, Univer- 
sity of Arizona, 845 North Park, 
Tucson, Ariz. 85719, 602-884-1955. 


Mid-West Forum—Kansas City, Mo.: 
Participation is encouraged. from 
residents of Colorado, Iowa, Kansas, 
Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, 
South Dakota, and Wyoming. 

Date and time: October 6, 1978; 9 a.m. 
to 5 p.m. 

Place: Crown Center, Kansas City, Mo. 

Contact person: Philip Burgess, West- 
ern Governors Policy Office, 3333 
Quebec Street, Suite 2959, Denver, 
Colo. 80207, 303-399-9957. 


Southwest Forum—San Antonio, Tex.: 
Participation is encouraged from 
residents of Arkansas, Louisiana, 
New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas. 

Date and time: October 6, 1978; 8 a.m. 
to 5 p.m. 

Place: Henry B. Gonzalez Convention 
Center, San Antonio, Tex. 

Contact person: Antonio Furino, 
Center for Studies in Business, Eco- 
nomics, and Human Resources, Uni- 
versity of Texas at San Antonio, San 
Antonio, Tex. 78285, 512-691-4318. 


Central States Forum—Indianapolis, 

, Ind.: Participation is encouraged 
from residents of Illinois, Indiana, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Ohio, and Wis- 
consin. 

Date and time: October 7, 1978; 9 a.m. 
to 9 p.m. 

Place: Indiana Convention Center, 100 
South Capitol Avenue, Indianapolis, 
Ind. 

Contact person: Evan Rogers, Indiana- 
polis Center for Advanced Research, 
Inc., 1219 West Michigan Street, In- 
dianapolis, Ind. 46202, 317-264-3846. 


Northeast Forum—Amherst, Mass.: 
Participation is encouraged from 
residents of Connecticut, Maine, 
Massachusetts, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New York, Pennsylva- 
nia, Rhode Island, and Vermont. 

Date and time: October 14, 1978; 8:30 
a.m. to 4 p.m. 

Place: Campus Center, University of 
Massachusetts, Amherst, Mass. 

Contact person: Anthony Krzystofik, 
School of Business Administration, 
University of Massachusetts, Am- 
herst, Mass. 01003, 413-549-4930. 


For further information about these 
forms, contact the regional coordina- 
tors noted above. The National Sci- 
ence Foundation program manager for 
these Forums is Mr. Alex Schwarzkopf 
at 202-634-6204. 


Dated: August 3, 1978. 


LYNN PRESTON, 
Deputy, Office of Problem Analysis. 


(FR Doc. 78-22183 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[7590-01] 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


ABNORMAL OCCURRENCE EVENT 


Degraded Primary Coolant Boundary in a 
Boiling Water Reactor 


Section 208 of the Energy Reorgani- 
zation Act of 1974, as amended, re- 
quires the NRC to disseminate infor- 
mation on abnormal occurrences (i.e., 
unscheduled incidents or events which 
the Commission determines are sig- 
nificant from the standpoint of public 
health and safety). The following inci- 
dent was determined to be an abnor- 
mal occurrence using the criteria pub- 
lished in the FrepERAL REGISTER on 
February 24, 1977 (42 FR 10950). Ap- 
pendix A (example II.A.2) of the 
policy statement notes that a major 
degradation of the primary coolant 
pressure boundary of a commercial nu- 
clear powerplant can be considered an 
abnormal occurrence. The following 
description of the event also contains 
the remedial actions taken. ; 

Date and Place.—On June 17, 1978, 
Iowa Electric Light and Power Co. re- 
ported to the NRC an event at the 
Duane Arnold Power Plant, a boiling 
water nuclear plant located in Linn 
County, Iowa. 

Nature and Probable Conse- 
quences.—The reactor had shut down 
on June 17, 1978 due to an unrelated 
problem experienced during a surveil- 
lance test. Prior to this unplanned 
shutdown, a primary coolant system 
leak of approximately three gallons 
per minute (gpm) from an unidenti- 
fied source had been detected by the 
plant’s leakage monitoring equipment. 
Although this leak rate was within the 
technical specification limit of five 
gpm, the licensee took advantagé of 
the unplanned shutdown to perform 
an inspection to identify the source of 
the leakage. The leaking water was 
collected in the reactor building drain 
system and pumped to the plant’s ra- 
dioactive waste treatment system for 
processing. 

During the inspection of the reactor 
coolant system piping, a through-wall 
crack was found in a nickel-steel alloy 
(Inconel) fitting joining the ten-inch 
diameter recirculation pipe to the re- 
actor vessel. The recirculation -line, a 
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part of the primary system pressure 
boundary, directs primary coolant 
flow to two jet pumps located inside 
the reactor vessel. The jet pumps are 
utilized to circulate the primary cool- 
ant through the reactor core. There 
are a total of eight ‘such vessel nozzle 
penetrations for the reactor’s 16 jet 
pumps. The crack was in the recircula- 
tion line to nozzle transition piece, 
near the attachment weld for the 
piping leading to the jet pumps. The 
crack was approximately eight inches 
long on the outer diameter (i.e., 
through-wall) and, based on ultrasonic 
testing results, was determined to 
extend about three-quarters around 
the circumference of the inner diame- 
ter. 

Nondestructive testing of the re- 
maining seven similar transition pieces 
revealed that five had indications (po- 
tential cracks or weld irregularities) 
that may also require repair; however, 
these indications do not penetrate 
through the pipe wall. 

Since the leak could not be isolated, 
such as by closing a valve, for repair 
by conventional means, special proce- 
dures were necessary to make repairs. 
The leak, however, did not pose a 
threat to public health or safety. The 
plant was shutdown, and any leaking 
water was coilected and processed by 
the radioactive waste treatment 
system. Water lost from the primary 
system was replaced by plant systems 
designed for that purpose. Later, all 
fuel assemblies were removed from the 
reactor vessel to facilitate repairs. 

The primary coolant pressure 
boundary is one of several barriers to 
prevent the release of radioactive ma- 
terials. Plant operations are not per- 
mitted if this boundary is degraded. 
An emergency core cooling system is 
available if a pipe should break. 

Cause or Causes.—The cause of the 
cracking has not yet been established. 
As part of the repair procedure, a fail- 
ure analysis will be conducted. During 
vessel fabrication, all eight of these 
nozzle fittings were mistakenly ma- 
chined and then weld repaired. Due to 
the proximity of the crack location to 
the weld repair area, it is suspected 
shat the weld repair contributed to 
the propagation of the crack. Howev- 
er, cther potential causes are being ac- 
tively evaluated. The General Electric 
Co. (GE) has compared the design of 
the transition pieces utilized in the 
Duane Arnold facility with those used 
in other BWR plants and, based on in- 
formation to date, considers this 
cracking problem to be specific to the 
Duane Arnold plant. 


ACTION TAKEN TO PREVENT RECURRENCE 


Licensee.—The licensee is exploring 
methods of repair. The plant is expect- 
ed to be shutdown for several months, 
depending upon the extent of the 


NOTICES 


problems experienced during repair. 
The licensee and GE reviewed all 
planned actions with the NRC in a 
meeting on July 7, 1978. The licensee 
is proceeding to remove the cracked 
nozzle transition piece and will send 
the specimen to a laboratory for fail- 
ure analysis. The licensee has per- 
formed additional nondestructive ex- 
aminations of the other seven nozzle 
transition pieces. Five had indications 
which could be attributed to either 
slag, nonfusion or cracks in the area of 
the repair welds made during fabrica- 
tion. On this basis, the licensee in- 
tends to replace all eight transition 
pieces. 

Reactor Vendor.—The General Elec- 
tric Co. is continuing efforts to identi- 
fy the specific cause of the cracking 
and to pursue any possible generic im- 
plications with other BWR plants. GE 
will keep the NRC informed of their 
review and meetings will be held as 
necessary. 

NRC.—The NRC has reviewed infor- 
mation submitted by GE which classi- 
fies the BWR recirculation line to 
nozzle transition piece designs utilized 
in operating BWR facilities into five 
categories, the most unique of which is 
that utilized in the Duane Arnold fa- 
cility. Only two other operating facili- 
ties, Brunswick units Nos. 1 and 2, uti- 
lize designs similar to that used at 
Duane Arnold. However, the _transi- 
tion piece cross section utilized in 
these facilities is thicker (approxi- 
mately one inch as compared to ap- 
proximately one-half inch) than that 
of the Duane Arnold design. 

Based on the information currently 
available, the NRC believes that the 
combination of the weld repair, the lo- 
cation of the attachment weld for the 
jet pump piping, and the thin transi- 
tion piece cross section contributed to 
the propagation of the crack at Duane 
Arnold. No other BWR facility is 
known to have this same combination 


: of factors in its design. 


The methods of repair, the cause of 
the cracking, and any generic implica- 
tions are being actively pursued with 
the licensee and reactor vendor. The 
proposed repair procedures and the 
failure analysis will be reviewed. Any 
repairs will be reviewed and inspected 
before the plant will be allowed to 
resume operation. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., this 2nd 
day of August 1978. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Com- 
mission. 


SaMUEL J. CHILE, 
Secretary of the Commission. 


{FR Doc. 78-21955 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[7590-01] 
REGULATORY GUIDE 
Issuance and Availability 


The Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
has issued a new guide in its Regula- 
tory Guide Series. This series has been 
developed to describe and make availa- 
ble to the public methods acceptable 
to the NRC staff of implementing spe- 
cific parts of the Commission’s regula- 
tions and, in some cases, to delineate 
techniques used by the staff in evalu- 
ating specific problems or postulated 
accidents and to provide guidance to 
applicants concerning certain of the 
information needed by the staff in its 
review of applications for permits and 
licenses. 

Regulatory Guide 1.143, ‘Design 
Guidance for Radioactive Waste Man- 
agement Systems, Structures, and 
Components Installed in Light-Water- 
Cooled Nuclear Power Plants,” pro- 
vided design guidance acceptable to 
the NRC staff relating to seismic and 
quality group classification and qual- 
ity assurance provisions for radioac- 
tive waste management systems, struc- 


‘tures, and components. Further, it de- 


scribes provisions for controlling re- 
leases of liquids containing radioactive 
materials, e.g., spills or tank overflows, 
from all plant systems outside reactor 
containment. 

Comments and suggestions in con- 
nection with (1) items for inclusion in 
guides currently being developed or (2) 
improvements in all published guides 
are encouraged at any time. Public 
comments on Regulatory Guide 1.143 
will, however, be particularly useful in 
evaluating the need for an early revi- 
sion if received by October 6, 1978. 

Comments should be sent to the Sec- 
retary of the Commission, U.S. Nucle- 
ar Regulatory Commission, Washing- 
ton, D.C. 20555, Attention: Docketing 
and Service Branch. 

Regulatory guides are available for 
inspection at the Commission’s Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. Requests for single 
copies of issued guides (which may be 
reproduced) or for placement on an 
automatic distribution list for single 
copies of future guides in specific divi- 
sions should be made in writing to the 
U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: Di- 
rector, Divison of Technical Informa- 
tion and Document Control. Tele- 


‘ phone requests cannot be accommo- 


dated. Regulatory guides are not copy- 
righted, and Commission approval is 
not required to reproduce them. 


(5 U.S.C. 552(a).) 


Dated at Rockville, Md., this Ist day 
of August 1978. 


FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 43, NO. 153—TUESDAY, AUGUST 8, 1978 





35136 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Com- 
mission. 
RoBERT B. MINOGUE, 
Director, Office of 
Standards Development. 
(FR Doc. 78-21959 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[7590-01] 
REGULATORY GUIDE 
issuance and Availability 


The Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
has published proposed revisions to 
chapters 4 and 18 of Regulatory Guide 
5.52, Revision 1, “Standard Format 
and Content for the Physical Protec- 
tion Section of a License Application 
(for Facilities Other Than Nuclear 
Power Plants).” These chapters have 
been revised to provide guidance to li- 
censees for preparing the training and 
qualification plans they will be re- 
quired to provide under amendments 
to §§ 73.30(d), 73.30(e), 73.50(a)(4), and 
73.50(h) of 10 CFR part 73 and the 
new appendix B to part 73 entitled 
“‘General Criteria for Security Person- 
nel.” These amendments are being 
published at the same time as this pro- 
posed guidance but will not become ef- 
fective for 60 days, at which time this 
and other guidance will be republished 
in final form after consideration of 
public comment. When Regulatory 
Guide 5.52 is revised in its entirety, 
these revised chapters will be incorpo- 
rated. 

Comments and suggestions on these 
chapters should be sent to the Secre- 
tary of the Commission, U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20555, Attention: Docketing and 
Service Branch. In order for comments 
to be taken into consideration, they 
should be received no later than Sep- 
tember 8, 1978. 

In addition to these revised chap- 
ters, two training manuals have been 
issued for comment. These manuals 
will provide guidance to licensees in 
developing their training and quailifi- 
cation plans. These are: 

“Site Security Personnel 

Training Manual,” 

NUREG-0465, “Transportation Security 

Personnel Training Manual.” 


Single copies of these documents 
may be obtained by writing to the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: 
Bernadine Scharf, Distribution Service 
Branch. 


(5 U.S.C. 552(a).) 


Dated at Rockville, Md., this lst day 
of August 1978. 


NOTICES 


For the Nuclear Regulatory Com- 
mission. 


ROBERT B. MINOGUE, 
Director, Office of 
Standards Development. 
{FR Doc. 78-21958 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[7590-01] 


REVISION TO THE STANDARD REVIEW PLAN 
(NUREG-75/087) 


issuance and availability 


As a continuation of the updating 
program for the Standard Review 
Plan (SRP) previously announded 
(FEDERAL REGISTER notice dated De- 
cember 8, 1977), the Nuclear Regula- 
tory Commission’s (NRC’s) Office of 
Nuclear Reactor Regulation has pub- 
lished Revision No. 1 to Section Nos. 
6.2.1.1..A (PWR Dry Containments In- 
cluding Sub-Atmospheric Contain- 
ments), 6.2.1.1.B (Ice Condenser Con- 
tainments), 6.2.1.2 (Subcompartment 
Analysis), 6.2.1.5 (Minimum Contain- 
ment Pressure Analysis for Emergency 
Core Cooling Performance Capability 
Studies), 6.2.3 (Secondary Contain- 
ment Functional Designs) and Revi- 
sion No. 2 to Section Nos. 6.2.1.1.C 
(Pressure Suppression Type BWR 
Containments) and 6.2.2 (Containment 
Heat Removal Systems of the SRP for 
the NRC staff’s safety review of appli- 
cations to build and operate light- 
water-cooled nuclear power reactors. 
The purpose of the plan, which is com- 
posed of 224 sections, is to improve 
both the quality and uniformity of the 
NRC staff’s review of applications to 
build new nuclear powerplants, and to 
make information about regulatory 
matters widely available, including the 
improvement of communication and 
understanding of the staff review 
process by interested members of the 
public and the nuclear power industry. 
The purpose of the updating program 
is to revise sections of the SRP for 
which changes in the review plan have 
been developed since the original issu- 
ance in September 1975 to reflect cur- 
rent practice. 

Copies of the Standard Review Plan 
for the Review of Safety Analysis Re- 
ports for Nuclear Power Plants, which 
has been identified as NUREG-75/087, 
are available from the National Tech- 
nical Information Service, Springfield, 
Va. 22161. The domestic price for Re- 
vision No. 1 of each section is $4. For- 
eign price information. is available 
from NTIS. A copy of the Standard 
Review Plan including all revisions 
published to date is available for 
public inspection at the NRC’s Public 
Document Room at 1717 H Street NW, 
Washington, D.C. 20555. 


(5 U.S.C. 552(a).) 


Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 31st 
day of July, 1978. 


For the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 
R. J. MaTTSON, 
Director, Division of Systems 
Safety, Office of Nuclear Reac- 
tor Regulation. 
(FR Doc. 78-21961 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[7590-01] 


REVISION TO THE STANDARD REVIEW PLAN 
(NUREG-75/087) 


issuance and Availability — 


As a continuation of the updating 
program for the Standard Review 
Plan (SRP) previously announced 
(FEDERAL REGISTER notice dated De- 
cember 8, 1977), the Nuclear Regula- 
tory Commission’s (NRC’s) Office of 
Nuclear Reactor Regulation has pub- 
lished Revision No. 1 to Section No. 
3.5.1.2, Internally Generated Missiles 
(Inside Containment); 5.4.7, Residual 
Heat Removal (RHR) System; 15.0, In- 
troduction; 15.1.5, Steam System 
Piping Failures Inside and Outside of 
Containment (PWR); 15.3.3 & 15.3.4, 
Reactor Coolant Pump Rotor Seizure 
and Reactor Coolant Pump Shaft 
Break; and 15.6.5, Loss-of-Coolant Ac- 
cidents Resulting from Spectrum of 
Postulated Piping Breaks Within the 
Reactor Coolant Pressure Boundary, 
of the SRP for the NRC staff's safety 
review of applications to build and op- 
erate light-water-cooled nuclear power 
reactors. The purpose of the plan, 
which is composed of 224 sections, is 
to improve both the quality and uni- 
formity of the NRC staff’s review of 
applications to build new nuclear 
pqwerplants, and to make information 
about regulatory matters widely avail- 
able, including the improvement of 
communication and understanding of 
the staff review process by interested 
members of the public and the nuclear 
power industry. The purpose of the 
updating program is to revise sections 
of the SRP for which changes in the 
review plan have been developed since 
the original issuance in September 
1975 to reflect current practice. 

Copies of the Standard Review Plan 
for the Review of Safety Analysis Re- 
ports for Nuclear Power Plants, which 
has been identified as NUREG-75/087, 
are available from the National Tech- 
nical Information Service, Springfield, 
Va. 22161. The domestic price is $70, 
including first-year supplements. 
Annual subscriptions for. supplements 
alone are $30. Individual sections are 
available at current prices. The domes- 
tic price for Revision No. 1 to Section 
No. 15:0 is $4. Foreign price informa- 
tion is available from NTIS. A copy of 
the Standard Review Plan including 
all revisions published to date is avail- 
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able for public inspection at the NRC’s 
Public Document Room at 1717 H 
Street NW, Washington, D.C. 20555. 


(5 U.S.C. 552(a).) 


Dated at Bethesda, Md., this ~ 31st 
day of July 1978. 


For the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission. 
ROGER J. MATTSON, 
Director, Division of Systems 
Safety, Office of Nuclear Reac- 
tor Regulation. 


(FR Doc. 78-21960 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[7590-01] 


{Construction Permit Nos.: CPRR 139, 
CPRR 140] 


UNION ELECTRIC CO., (CALLAWAY PLANT, 
UNITS 1 AND 2) 


Argument on Issues Relating to Show Cause 
Order 


Notice is hereby given that, pursu- 
ant to the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, 
as amended, and in accordance with 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission’s reg- 
ulations, an oral argument by counsels 
for the parties to this show cause pro- 
ceeding will be heard beginning at 10 
a.m. e.d.t., in the U.S. Nuclear Regula- 
tory Commission’s hearing room, 5th 
floor, East-West Towers Building, 4350 
East-West Highway, Bethesda, Md., on 
Wednesday, August 23, 1978. 

The Director of the Office of Inspec- 
tion, April 3, 1978, ordered that: 


The licensee show cause * * * why the li- 
cense should not be suspended until such 
time as, the licensee, including its employ- 
- ees agents and contractors engaged in activi- 
ties under the license, submits 
to * * * authorized investigations and in- 
spection. 


In a notice of hearing, dated May 11, 
1978, the Nuclear Regulatory Commis- 
sion charged the Atomic Safety and 
Licensing Board to consider and decide 
two issues set out therein. (43 FR 
21389). 

A prehearing conference was held on 
June 16, 1978. At the conference, the 
licensee and the NRC staff filed a stip- 
ulation of facts which was later agreed 
to by the Intervenor William Smart. 
Counsel for all parties have agreed 
that the stipulated factual matters dis- 
pose of the first issue raised by the 
Commission. As to the second issue 
they have agreed that the remaining 
matters to be considered include (1) 
the legal authority of the Commission 
to conduct an investigation into the 
cause of dismissal of Mr. Smart, (2) if 
such authority exists how it may be 
exercised and (3) the appropriate 
remedy. Counsel for all of the parties 
have also agreed that there is no need 
for an evidentiary hearing to resolve 
the issues in this case. 


NOTICES 


Briefs of the respective positions of 
the parties as to the issues to be decid- 
ed by the Board will be filed. Oral ar- 
guments will provide each counsel an 
opportunity to further support his or 
her party’s position. Up to 30 minutes 
will be available for each party’s direct 
argument and 10 minutes for each re- 
buttal. Requests for additional time 
will be considered at the beginning of 
the hearing. Members of the public 
are invited to attend. 

It is so ordered. 


Dated at Bethesda, Md., this Ist day 
of August 1978. 


For the Atomic Safety and Licensing 
Board. 
JOHN F. WoLtr, 
Chairman. 
{FR Doc. 78-21956 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[8025-01] 
SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION 
{Proposal No. 05/05-01311 
BCJ CAPITAL ENTERPRISES, INC. 


Application for a License as a Small Business 
investment Company 


Notice is hereby given of the filing 
of an application with the Small Busi- 
ness Administration (SBA) pursuant 
to section 107.102 of the SBA regula- 
tions (13 CFR 107.102 (1977)) by BCJ 
Capital Enterprises, Inc., 10 South La- 
Salle Street, Suite 707, Chicago, Ill. 
60603, for a license to operate as a 
small business investment company 
(SBIC) under the provisions of the 
Small Business Investment Act of 1958 
(the act), as amended (15 U.S.C. 661 et 
seq.). 

The proposed officers, directors, and 
shareholders are: 


Name and address, title, and relationship, 
and percent of ownership 


Bernard M. Filler, 1960 Partridge Lane, 
Highland Park, Ill. 60035, president, trea- 
surer, and director, 50.* 

John B. Heyman, Executive House, Paradise 
Island, New Providence, Bahamas, chair- 
man of the board, secretary, and director, 
50.* 


The applicant proposes to begin op- 
erations with a capitalization of 
$5,001,250 and will be a source of 
equity capital and long-term loan 
funds for qualified small business con- 
cerns. 

Matters involved in SBA’s considera- 
tion of the application include the 
general business reputation and char- 


*These percentages are for the ownership 
of class A common stock (voting). Class B 
common stock (nonvoting) is being offered 
on a private placement basis to no more 
than 10 investors. It is anticipated that 
$5,000,000, or approximately 99.9 percent of 
the private capital, will come from the in- 
vestment of class B common stock. 
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acter of the proposed owners and man- 
agement, and the probability of suc- 
cessful operations of the new company 
under their management, including 
adequate profitability ard financial 
soundness, in accordance with the act 
and regulations. 

Notice is further given that any 
person may, not later than August 23, 
1978, submit written comments on the 
proposed SBIC to the Deputy Asso- 
ciate Administrator for Investment, 
Small Business Administration, 1441 L 
Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20416. 

A copy of this notice will be pub- 
lished in a newspaper of general circu- 
lation in Chicago, Il. 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Program No. 59.011, Small Business Invest- 
ment Companies.) 


Dated: August 2, 1978. 


PETER F. McNEISH, 
Deputy Associate 
Administrator for Investment. 


{FR Doc. 78-21932 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[8025-01] 
REGION | ADVISORY COUNCIL EXECUTIVE 
BOARD MEETING 


Public Meeting 


The Small Business Administration 
Region I Advisory Council Executive 
Board Meeting will hold a public meet- 
ing at 1 p.m., Wednesday, August 16, 
1978, in the conference room, 60 Bat- 
terymarch Street, 10th Floor, Boston, 
Mass., to discuss such matters as may 
be presented by members, the staff of 
the Small Business Administration or 
others attending. 

For further information, write or 
cail John J. McNally, U.S. Small Busi- 
ness Administration, 60 Batterymarch 
Street, 10th Floor, Boston, Mass. 
02110, 617-223-4495. 


Dated: August 1, 1978. 


K Drew, 
Deputy Advocate for 
Advisory Councils. 
{FR Doc. 78-21951 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 





[4810-22] 
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Office of the Secretary 
CONDENSER PAPER FROM FINLAND 


Antidumping Proceeding 
AGENCY: U.S. Treasury Department. 


ACTION: Initiation of. antidumping 
investigation. 


SUMMARY: This notice is to advise 
the public that a petition in proper 
form has been received and an anti- 
dumping investigation is being initiat- 
ed for the purpose of determining 
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whether condenser paper from Fin- 
land is being, or is likely to be, sold at 
less than fair value within the mean- 
ing of the Antidumping Act of 1921, as 
amended. Sales at less than fair value 
generally occur when the prices of 
merchandise sold for exportation to 
the United States are less than the 
prices in the home market or to coun- 
‘tries other than the United States, or 
less than the constructed value. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: August 8, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


David R. Chapman, Operations Offi- 
cer, U.S. Customs Service, Office of 
Operations, Duty Assessment Divi- 
sion, Technical Branch, 1301 Consti- 
tution Avenue NW., Was 

D.C. 20229, telephone 202-566-5492. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On June 27, 1978, a petition in proper 
form was received pursuant to sections 
153.26 and 153.27, customs regulations 
(19 CFR 153.26, 153.27), from counsel 
on behalf of Crocker Technical 
Papers, Inc., Kimberly-Clark “ 
and the Stevens Paper Mill, Inc., the 
sole domestic producers of the subject 
merchandise, alleging that condenser 
paper from Finland is being, or is 
likely to be, sold at less than fair value 
within the meaning of the Antidump- 
ing Act of 1921, as amended (19 U.S.C. 
160 et seq.). 

For purposes of this notice, the term 
“condenser paper” means capacitor 
tissue or condenser paper as provided 
for in item numbers 252.40 and 256.30 
of the Tariff Schedules of the United 
States, annotated (TSUSA). 

Petitioners claim that there is no 
home market for the subject merchan- 
dise. The margins of dumping alleged, 
ranging from 23 to 31 percent, are 
based on information presented re- 
garding the price of exports of such or 
similar merchandise to countries other 
than the United States (sales to Italy 
were used. by the petitioners). The 
margins of underselling claimed in the 
petition are completely accounted for 
by the alleged dumping margins. 

Petitioners allege that sales are 
being made at prices less than the cost 
of production, but they have not pre- 
sented sufficient evidence to support 
this claim. The allegation of sales at 
less than the cost of production will 
not be investigated at this time be- 
cause there are no reasonable grounds 
to believe or suspect that sales to 
countries other than the United States 
have been made at prices which repre- 
sent less than the cost of producing 
the merchandise in question. 

Petitioners also have contended that 
because Finland is a state-controiled 
economy within the meaning of sec- 
tion 205(c) of the Act, constructed 
value should be used to establish fair 
value. However, the sole basis upon 


which the claim of state control of the 
economy is made concerns the owner- 
ship by agencies of the Finnish Gov- 
ernment of the capital of the producer 
of this merchandise in Finland. The 
mere ownership of equity by a govern- 
ment has not been regarded as a basis 
for applying section 205(c). However, 
petitioners are not foreclosed from the 
presentation of any facts they have to 
substantiate their claim during the in- 
vestigation by the Customs Service. 

There appears to be a relationship 
between the exporter and the import- 
ing company in the United States, 
which may require the use of export- 
er’s sales price to establish the price of 
the merchandise in the U.S. market. 

There is evidence on record concern- 
ing injury or likelihood of injury to an 
industry in the United States. Data 
concerning sales show a high level of 
sales in 1974, a large drop due to the 
recession of 1975, recovery to a point 
near previous levels in 1976, and a de- 
cline in 1977 despite a recovery of 
demand. Sales in the first quarter of 
1978 are below the amount of the first 
quarter of 1977. 

Net operating profits before taxes as 
a percentage of sales have yet to 
resume their 1974 level. Figures for 
the first quarter of 1978 show that the 
return on sales was well below the rate 
of return for the first quarter of 1977. 
This recent reduction of earnings is es- 
pecially significant in light of efforts 
made by domestic producers to in- 
crease productivity. ; 

Employment levels of the petitioners 
in the production of condenser paper 
have declined both in absolute num- 
bers and in man-hours worked. Part of 
this is due to the recession of 1975 and 
the steps taken to improve productiv- 
ity, but petitioners claim that the de- 
cline in 1977 in comparison to 1976 
was the result of the alleged dumping. 
Having conducted a summary investi- 
gation as required by § 153.29 of the 
eustoms regulations (19 CFR 153.29) 
and having determined as result there- 
of that there are grounds for so doing, 
the U.S. Customs Service is instituting 
an inquiry to verify the information 
submitted and to obtain the facts nec- 
essary to eneble the Secretary of the 
Treasury to reach a determination as 
to the fact or likelihood of sales at less 
than fair value. 

This notice is published pursuant to 
section 153.30 of the customs regula- 
tions (19 CFR 153.30). A concurrent, 
similar notice is being published with 
respect to such or similar merchandise 
from France. 


Dated: August 1, 19'78. 


Rosert H,. MUNDHEIM, 
General Counsel of the Treasury. - 
{FR Doc. 78-21938 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4810-22] 
CONSENSER PAPER FROM FRANCE 
Antidumping Proceeding 
AGENCY: U.S. Treasury Department. 


ACTION: Initiation of antidumping 
investigation. 


SUMMARY: This notice is to advise 
the public that a petition in proper 
form has been received and an anti- 
dumping investigation is being initiat- 
ed for the purpose of determining 
whether condenser paper from France 
is being, or is likely to be, sold at less 
than fair value within the meaning of 
the Antidumping Act of 1921, as 
amended. Sales at less than fair value 
generally occur when the prices of 
merchandise sold for exportation to 
the United States are less than the 
prices in the home market or to coun- 
tries other than the United States, or 
less than the constructed value. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: August 8, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


David R. Chapman, Operations Offi- 
cer, U.S. Customs Service, Office of 
Operations, Duty Assessment Divi- 
sion, Technical Branch, 1301 Consti- 
tution Avenue NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20229, telephone 202-566-5492. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On June 27, 1978, a petition in proper 
form was received pursuant to 
§§ 153.26 and 153.27, customs regula- 
tions (19 CFR 153.26, 153.27), from 
counsel on behalf of Crocker Techni- 
cal Papers Inc., Kimberly-Clark Corp., 
and the Stevens Paper Mill Inc., the 
sole domestic producers of the subject - 
merchandise, alleging that condenser 
paper from France is being, or is likely 
to be, sold at less than fair value . 
within the meaning of the Antidump- 
ing Act of 1921, as amended (19 U.S.C. 
160 et seq.). 

For purposes of this notice, the term 
“condenser paper” means capacitor 
tissue or condenser paper as provided 
for in item numbers 252.40 and 256.30 
of the Tariff Schedules of the United 
States, annotated (TSUSA). 

Petitioners claim that there is no 
home market for the subject-merchan- 
dise. The margins of dumping alleged, 
ranging from 60 to 107 percent, are 
based on information presented re- 
garding the price of exports of such or 
similar merchandise to countries other 
than the United States (sales to Italy 
were used by the petitioners). The 
margins of underselling claimed in the 
petition are completely accounted for 
by the alleged dumping margins. 

Petitioners allege that sales are 
being made at prices less than the cost 
of production, but they have not pre- 
sented sufficient evidence to support 
this claim. The allegation of sales at 
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less than the cost of production will 
not be investigated at this time be- 
cause there are no reasonable grounds 
to believe or suspect that sales to 
countries other than the United States 
have been made at prices which repre- 
sent less than the cost of producing 
the merchandise in question. 

There appears to be a relationship 
between the exporter and the import- 
ing company in the United States, 
which may require the use of export- 
er’s sales price to establish the price of 
the merchandise in the U.S. market. 

There is evidence on record concern- 
ing injury or likelihood of injury to an 
industry in the United States. Data 
concerning sales show a high level of 
sales in 1974, a large drop due to the 
recession of 1975, recovery to a point 
near previous levels in 1976, and a de- 
cline in 1977 despite a recovery of 
demand. Sales in the first quarter of 
1978 are below the amount of the first 
quarter of 1977. 

Net operating profits before taxes as 
a@ percentage of sales have yet to 
resume their 1974 level. Figures -for 
the first quarter of 1978 show that the 
return on sales was well below the rate 
of return for the first quarter of 1977. 
This recent reduction of earnings is es- 
pecially significant in light of efforts 
made by domestic producers to in- 
crease productivity 

Employment levels of the petitioners 
in the production of condenser paper 
have declined both in absolute num- 
bers and in man-hours worked. Part of 
this is due to the recession of 1975 and 
the steps taken to improve productiv- 
ity, but petitioners claim that the de- 
cline in 1977 in comparison to 1976 
was the result of the alleged dumping. 

Having conducted a summary inves- 
tigation as required by § 153.29 of the 
customs regulations (19 CFR 153.29) 
and having determined as a result 
thereof that there are grounds for so 
doing, the U.S. Customs Service is in- 
stituting an inquiry to verify the infor- 
mation submitted and to obtain the 
facts necessary to enable the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to reach a deter- 
mination as to the fact or likelihood of 
sales at less than fair value. 

This notice is published pursuant to 
§ 153.30 of the customs regulations (19 
CFR. 153.30). A.concurrent, similar 
notice is being published with respect 
to such or similar merchandise from 
Finland. 


Dated: August 1, 1978. 


ROBERT H. MUNDHEIM, 
General Counsel of the Treasury. 


{FR Doc. 78-21937 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


NOTICES 


[4810-22] 


AUTOMOTIVE AND MOTORCYCLE REPAIR 
MANUALS FROM THE UNITED KINGDOM 


Antidumping Proceeding 
AGENCY: U.S. Treasury Department. 


ACTION: Initiation of antidumping 
investigation. 


SUMMARY: This notice is to advise 
the public that a petition in proper 
form has been received and an anti- 
dumping investigation is being initiat- 
ed for the purpose of determining 
whether imports of automotive and 
motorcycle repair manuals from the 
United Kingdom are being, or are 
likely to be, sold at less than fair value 
within the meaning of the Antidump- 
ing Act of 1921, as amended. There is 
substantial doubt that imports of the 
subject merchandise, allegedly at less 
than fair value, are the cause of pres- 
ent, or likely future, injury to an in- 
dustry in the United States. There- 
fore, the case is being referred to the 
U.S. International Trade Commission 
for a determination as to whether 
there is no reasonable indication of 
injury. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: August 8, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Mary S. Clapp, Duty Assessment Di- 
vision, U.S. Customs Service, 1301 
Constitution Avenue NW., Washing- 


ton, D.C. 20229, telephone 202-566- 
5492. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On June 30, 1978, a petition in proper 
form was received pursuant to 
§§ 153.26 and 153.27, customs regula- 
tions (19 CFR 153.26, 153.27), from 
counsel on behalf of Clymer Publica- 
tions, Los Angeles,, Calif., alleging that 
automotive and motorcycle repair 
manuals from the United Kingdom 
are being, or are are likely to be, sold 
at less than fair value within the 
meaning of the Antidumping Act of 
1921, as amended (19 U.S.C. 160 et 
seq.) (referred to in this notice as the 
“Act’’). 

Automotive and motorcycle repair 
manuals are books which describe 
maintenance and repair procedures to 
be followed by the reader in connec- 
tion with repairs to automobiles and 
motorcycles. They are classified under 
item No. 270.25 of the Tariff Sched- 
ules of the United States, Annotated 
(TSUSA). 

There appears to be a relationship 
between the exporter and a purchaser 
in the United States, which would re- 
quire the use of exporter’s sales price 
to establish the price of the merchan- 
dise in the U.S. market. 

Margins of dumping alleged, based 
on a comparison of exporter’s sales 
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price with prices in the home market, 
range from 37 to 40 percent. 

There is evidence on record concern- 
ing injury or likelihood of injury to 
the U.S. Industry from the alleged 
less-than-fair-value imports. Evidence 
of lost sales has been provided. The 
data given in the petition shows a de- 
crease in sales of petitioner’s motorcy- 
cle repair manuals, but also indicates 
an increase in sales of automotive 
repair manuals. Statements of earn- 
ings indicate no loss of total sales reve- 
nue in the last several years. 

Clymer performs all the tasks relat- 
ed to the preparation of a book, but 
subcontracts the actual printing. Non- 
printing costs are fixed for books with 
a given title; therefore, petitioner’s 
costs of production per book decline as 
the number of books printed increases. 
The petition asserts that the lower 
average press run (i.e., number of 
books printed) for motorcycle repair 
manuals due to sales of the alleged 
less-than-fair-value imports has result- 
ed in higher per unit produciton costs. 
This should lead to lower profit levels 
which, in fact, have been claimed by 
the petitioner. However, information 
contained in statements of earnings 
does not permit equal comparison for 
all years, and it is not evident that 
changes in profit figures are due to im- 
ports of the subject merchandise. 

The petitioner is unable to provide 
information regarding market share or 
volume of imports on a year-by-year 
basis; figures that are provided for the 
most recent year appear to be based 
on conjecture. No data are presented 
that indicate levels of capital invest- 
ment, price suppression, or margins of 
underselling. 

Moreover, the petitioner, a small pri- 
vate company, has increased the 
number of its employees over the past 
several years. 

On the basis of such evidence, it has 
been concluded that there is substan- 
tial doubt of injury or likelihood of 
injury to an industry in the United 
States by virtue of such imports from 
the United Kingdom. Accordingly, the 
U.S. International Trade Commission 
is being advised of such doubt pursu- 
ant to section 201(c)(2) of the Act (19 
U.S.C. 160(c)(2)). 

Having conducted a summary inves- 
tigation as required by section 153.29 
of the customs regulations (19 CFR 
153.29), and having determined as a 
result thereof that there are grounds 
for so doing, the U.S. Customs Service 
is instituting an inquiry to verify the 
information submitted and to obtain 
the facts necessary to enable the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury to reach a de- 
termination as to the fact or likeli- 
hood of sales at less than fair value. 
Should the International Trade Com- 
mission, within 30 days of receipt of 
the information cited in the preceding 
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paragraph, advise the Secretary that 
there is no reasonable indication that 
an industry in the United States is 
being or is likely to be injured by 
reason of the importation of such mer- 
chandise into the United States, this 
investigation will be terminated. Oth- 
erwise, the investigation will continue 
to conclusion. 

This notice is published pursuant to 
§ 153.30 of the Customs regulations (19 
CFR 153.30). 


Dated: August 1, 1978. 
Rosert H. MUNDHEIM, 
General Counsel of the Treasury. 
{FR Doc. 78-21936 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[4810-40] 


{Public Debt Series—No. 18-78) 
SERIES B-1985 


Treasury Notes 


Aucust 3, 1978. 
The Secretary of the Treasury an- 
nounced on August 2, 1978, that the 
interest rate on the notes designated 
Series B-1985, described in Depart- 
ment Circular—Public Debt Series— 
No. 18-78, dated July 27, 1978, will be 
8% percent. Interest on the notes will 
be payable at the rate of 8% percent 
per annum. 
L. W. PLUMLY, 
Acting Fiscal 
Assistant Secretary. 
(FR Doc. 78-21939 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


{4810-25} 
Office of the Secretary 
MOTORCYCLES FROM JAPAN 


Antidumping: Determination of Sales at Less 
Than Fair Valve and Exclusion From Investi- 
gation 


AGENCY: U.S. Treasury Department. 


ACTION: Determination of sales at 
less than fair value and exclusion from 
investigation. 

SUMMARY: This notice is to advise 
the public that an antidumping inves- 
tigation has resulted in a determina- 
tion that motorcycles from Japan are 
being sold at less than fair value. Sales 
at less than fair value generally occur 
when the price of merchandise for ex- 
portation to the United States is less 
than the price of such or similar mer- 
chandise sold in the home market or 
to third countries. This case is being 
referred to the U.S. International 
Trade Commission for a determination 
whether such sales have caused or are 
likely to cause injury to an industry in 
the United States. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: August 8, 1978. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: 


Richard Rimilinger, U.S. Customs 
Service, Office of Operations, Duty 
Assessment Division, Technical 
Branch, 1301 Constitution Avenue 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20229, tele- 
phone 202-566-5492. t 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
On June 8, 1977, information was re- 
ceived in proper form pursuant to sec- 
tions 153.26 and 153.27, Customs regu- 
lations (19 CFR 153.26 and 153.27), in- 
dicating that motorcycles from Japan 
are being, or are likely to be, sold at 
less than fair value within the mean- 
ing of the Antidumping Act, 1921, as 
amended (19 U.S.C. 160 et seq.) (re- 
ferred to in this notice as “the act’’). 
this information was submitted by 
counsel acting on behalf of the 
Harley-Davidson Motor Co., Inc., s 
subsidiary of AMF, Inc. On the basis 
of this information and subsequent 
preliminary investigation by the Cus- 
toms Service, an “Antidumping Pro- 
ceeding Notice” was published in the 


_ FEDERAL REGISTER of July 15, 1977 (42 


FR 36584). 

Pursuant to section 201(b)(2) of the 
act (19 U.S.C. 160(b)(2)), notice was 
published in the FepERAL REGISTER of 
January 20, 1978 (43 FR 3968), stating 
that the Secretary had concluded that 
the determination provided for in sec- 
tion 201(b)(1) of the act (19 U.S.C. 
160(b)), could not reasonably be made 
within 6 months. The determination 
under section 201(b)(1) of the act (19 
U.S.C. 160(b)(1)) was, therefore to be 
made within no more than 9 months. 

A “Withholding of Appraisement 
Notice” was published in the FEDERAL 
RecIsTeR Of April 26, 1978 (42 FR 
17900-02). . 

For purposes of this notice, the term 
“motorcycles” means motorcycles 
having engines with total piston dis- 
placement over 90 cubic centimeters, 
whether for use on or off the road. 


FINAL DETERMINATION OF SALES AT LESS 
THAN FarIR VALUE 


On the basis of information devel- 
oped in Customs’ investigation and for 
the reasons noted below, I hereby de- 
termine that motorcycles from Japan, 
other than those produced and sold by 
Suzuki Motor Co,. Ltd., are being sold 
at less than fair value within the 
meaning of section 201(a) of the act 
(19 U.S.C. 160(a)). In the case of mo- 
torcycles from Japan produced and 
sold by Suzuki Motor Co., Ltd. I 
hereby exclude such merchandise 
from this determination. 


STATEMENT OF REASONS ON WHICH THIS 
DETERMINATION IS BASED 


‘The reasons and bases for the above 
final determination are as follows: 


a. Scope of the investigation. It ap- 
pears that virtually all imports of the 
subject merchandise from Japan were 
manufactured by Honda Motor Co., 
Ltd., Yamaha Motor Co., Litd., Kawa- 
saki Heavy Industries, Lid, and 
Suzuki Motor Co., Ltd. Therefore, the 
investigation was limited to these 
manufacturers. 

b. Basis of comparison. For the pur- 
pose of considering whether the mer- 
chandise in question is being, or is 
likely to be, sold at less than fair value 
within the meaning of the act, the 
proper basis of comparison, with the 
exception of one model sold by Honda 
Motor Co., Ltd. (the GL 1000 K2), is 
between exporter’s sales price and the 
home market price of such or similar 
merchandise on all sales. 

In the case of Honda model GL 1000 
K2, the proper basis of comparison 
was between exporter’s sales price and 
sales of such merchandise sold in a 
third country. Exporter’s sales price as 
defined in section 204 of the act (19 
U.S.C. 163) was used since sales by all 
four manufacturers were made to U.S. 
firms related to those manufacturers 
within the meaning of section 207 of 
the act (19 U.S.C. 166). 

Home market price, as defined in 
section 153.2, Customs regulations (19 
CFR 153.2), was used since such or 
similar merchandise, with one excep- 
tion, was sold in the home market in 
sufficient quantities to provide a basis 
for fair value comparisons. Third- 
country sales, as defined in section 
153.3, Customs regulations (19 CFR 
153.3), were used for Honda model GL 
1000 K2 since, upon advice of an inde- 
pendent technical consultant, the 
Treasury Department has determined 
that there were no sales in the Japa- 
nese home market of such or similar 
merchandise within. the meaning of 
section 212(3) of the act (19 U.S.C. 
171(3)). 

Sales of the GL 1000 K2 to Canada 
were selected for fair value compari- 
sons, since the Canadian model was 
virtually identical to the U.S. model 
and was, thus, considered to be “such 
or similar” within the meaning of sec- 
tion 212(3)(A) of the act. Accordingly, 
no comparisons were made under sec- 
tion 212(3B) with merchandise sold 
in other third countries. 

In accordance with section 153.31(b), 
Customs regulations (19 CFR 
153.31(b)), pricing information was ob- 
tained concerning imports from Japan 
sold in the United States during the 8- 
month period November 1, 1976, 
through June 30, 1977, and Canadian 
and home market sales of motorcycles 
during the period corresponding to the 
dates of export of those motorcycles 
sold in the United States during the 
above 8-month period. 

c. Exporter’s sales price. For the pur- 
poses of this determination of sales at 
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less than fair value, all of the mer- 
chandise was sold or agreed to be sold 
in the United States, before or after 
the time of importation, by or for the 
account of the exporter, within the 
meaning of section 207 of the act. Ac- 
cordingly, the exporter’s sales price 
was calculated based on prices to unre- 
lated U.S. dealers with deductions for 
Japanese inland freight and insurance, 
U.S. duty, U.S. port handling, U.S. 
inland freight, setup and preparation, 
tires and tubes excise tax, direct adver- 
tising, co-op advertising, discounts, re- 
bates, selling expenses, and sales pro- 
motion, as appropriate. An addition 
was made for the Japanese commodity 
tax incurred with respect to home 
market sales but not collected or re- 
bated by reason of exportation to the 
United States, in accordance with sec- 
tion 204 of the act (19 U.S.C. 163). 

After the tentative determination, 
information was presented indicating 
that respondents might have paid re- 
bates after the investigatory period in 
connection with motorcycles’ sold 
during the period, in addition to the 
rebates disclosed to the Customs Serv- 
ice in the course of its investigation. 
Respondents were requested to supple- 
ment their responses to report any 
such additional rebates. Some supple- 
mentary information has been re- 
ceived, and taken into consideration in 
the calculation of exporter’s sales 
price. A further Customs verification 
effort directed to the question of unre- 
ported rebates is underway. Should it 
reveal the existence of additional un- 
reported rebates, this final determina- 
tion of sales at less than fair value will 
be amended, as appropriate. 

d. Home market price. For the pur- 
poses of this determination of sales at 
less than fair value, the home market 
prices have been calculated on the 
basis of the weighted-average prices to 
unrelated dealers. Adjustments were 


made for inland freight, owners’ man-, 


uals, rebates, discounts, warranty 
costs, financing expenses, selling ex- 
penses, sales promotion, and direct ad- 
vertising, with an addition for cost of 
export packing, as appropriate, in ac- 
cordance with § 153.10, Customs regu- 
lations (19 CFR 153.10). Adjustment 
was made for differences in merchan- 
dise sold in the two markets, as appro- 
priate, in accordance with section 
153.11, Customs regulations (19 CFR 
153.11). 

(i) Model-year adjustmert, It has 
been claimed by counsel for certain of 
the respondents that, with respect.to 
1974, 1975, and 1976 model-year mo- 
torcycles sold during the investigatory 
period, an adjustment should be made 
to account for the fact that these mo- 
torcycles were considered “current” 
when sold in Japan, where motorcy- 
cles are not marketed by model-year 
designations, but were not considered 


~ 


“current” when sold in the United 
States, where this merchandise is sold 
by model-year designation. 

Counsel for petitioner has claimed 
that discounts given in connection 
with sales of certain prior model-year 
Japanese motorcycles are not “custom- 
ary’ in the U.S. market, and that such 
a “custom,” if it existed, was estab- 
lished by respondents in order to sell 
excess inventory and was unrelated to 
the fact that these motorcycles were 
of a prior model year. 

An adjustment of the type here 
claimed by respondents must be predi- 
cated upon a practice of discounting 
prior model-year motorcycles. This 
practice must be shown to be consist- 
ent, both as to timing of the discount 
to coincide with the introduction of 
new model-year motorcycles and as to 
the amount of the discount. Further, 
such a practice must be shown to be 
carried out in response to consumer 
perception that prior model-year mo- 
torcycles will be discounted. However, 
the recent introduction of such a prac- 
tice or custom will not prevent its rec- 
ognition. ‘ 

Based on the evidence presented on 
the above points, it has been conclud- 
ed that the adustment must be denied. 
The introduction of new models did 
not result in an automatic reduction of 
prices on prior models as part of the 
alleged custom. Older models were dis- 
counted at varying times and in vary- 
ing amounts and in connection. with 
various promotional programs unrelat- 
ed to the introduction of new models. 
Further, when older models constitute 
a substantial portion of sales (in this 
case for some exporters from 26 to 58 
percent of all sales made in the period 
of investigation) and, in some cases, 
continue to be shipped after the intro- 
duction of new models, the sales of 
prior model-year motorcycles may not 
be disregarded in assessing the export- 
er’s sales policies. 

(ii) Valuation of “differences” in 
merchandise. Section 153.11, Customs 
reguations (19 CFR 153.11), provides 
that in making comparisons between 
similar merchandise, due allowance 
shall be made for differences in the 
merchandise. Primarily, such 
allowance will be based upon differ- 
ences in the cost of manufacture, in- 
cluding differences in the costs of ma- 
terials, labor, and direct factory over- 
head. Counsel for petitioner has 
claimed that such adjustment must be 
made based on the costs of producing 
differences in the merchandise which 
have been previously identified. Coun- 
sel for certain of the respondents have 
urged that the adjustment may be de- 
termined by simply comparing the 
total of all costs of producing the two 
similar products. 

It has been concluded that the 
methodolgy urged by the respondents 
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may distort the adjustment by intro- 
ducing cost differences totally ex- 
traneous to, and which do not result 
from, the objective differences in the 
merchandise. The adjustments for dif- 
ferences in the merchandise have, 
therefore, been based on those cost 
differences directly attributable to the 
objective differences in the merchan- 
dise. 

During the extended _ investigatory 
period, information was requested con- 
cerning direct factory overhead ex- 
penses applicable to the cost of manu- 
facture of motorcycles sold to the 
United States and similar merchandise 
sold in the home market, and if appli- 
cable, third countries. This informa- 
tion has been analyzed prior to the 
final determination and has been uti- 
lized in determining differences in cost 
of manufacture of similar merchandise 
in the two markets, under § 153.11. 

(iii) Advertising adjustment. The 
withholding of appraisement notice in 
this case stated: 


Petitioner has claimed that advertising ex- 
penses directed to the promotion of sales of 
a particular motorcycle should be deducted 
from the price of that particular model, 
rather than allocated over the entire class 
or kind of merchandise subject to the inves- 
tigation. While it has been concluded that 
this claim is well founded, it has not been 
possible to perform the necessary recalcula- 
tions in time for this tentative determina- 
tion. This will be done prior to the fina! de- 
termination. 


This statement was intended to reflect 
the dual concepts of section 153.10(b), 
Customs regulations (19 CFR 
153.10(b)), relating to adjustments for 
differences in circumstances of sale: 

First: Allowable expenses under ihat 
provision must bear a direct relation- 
ship to the sales which are under (¢on- 
sideration, and may not be items of 
general overhead attributable to ail of 
@ company’s sales; 

Second: Allowable advertising ex- 
penses under that provision must at- 
tributable to a later sale of the 1ner- 
chandise by a purchaser. 

The concepts in section 153.11b) 
have been interpreted in previous 
Treasury practice to mean: 

1. The expense must have been in- 
curred with respect to the particilar 
product in question, rather than bene- 
fiting the sales of more than one prod- 
uct, the company’s entire product line 
or its institutional image. 

2. The expense must have been in- 
curred with respect to the particular 
geographic market in question, rather 
than benefiting sales in all markets or 
markets not under consideration. 

3. The expense must relate to mate- 
rials or advertising media directed to 
purchasers in later sales; in effect, 
they must represent an assumption of 
a cost by the producer that would oth- 
erwise be borne by the customer of the 
producer. 
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In the instant case, each respondent 
has stated that it does not maintain 
records of expenditures in a way 
which would enable a determination 
of the advertising expenses incurred 
with respect to each model of motor- 
cycle sold. Rather respondents’ evi- 
dence establishes that funds were ex- 
pended in respect of sales of ‘“‘motorcy- 
cles,” and then allocated by value of 
sales to types of motorcycles. In this 
case, the allocations of such expenses 
to models and markets made by each 
respondent, have been determined to 
be appropriate. 

(iv) Adjustment for currency value 
changes. Counsel for petitioner has re- 
quested that Treasury examine wheth- 
er prices of the subject merchandise 
have been revised to reflect fully in- 
creases in the value of the Japanese 
yen during the time subsequent to the 
conclusion of the investigatory period, 
i.e., June 30, 1977. It is not normally 
possible, nor generally is it Treasury 
policy, to examine pricing behavior 
subsequent to the _ investigatory 
period, other than in the context of 
considering a request for a discontinu- 
ance of investigation under § 153.33, 
Customs regulations (19 CFR 153.33). 
Under that section, an investigation 
may be discontinued if no more than 
“minima!” margins are found, if assur- 
ances of no further sales at less than 
fair value are received, and if the ex- 
porter has, in fact, revised prices so as 
to eliminate sales at less than fair 
value. None of the three companies, 
with respect to which sales at less 
than fair value in more than a de min- 
imis amount have been found, have 
margins which would be considered 
“minimal” under existing Treasury 
practice. Should, however, informa- 
tion be received which would necessi- 
tate a revision of the findings of mar- 
gins set forth in this notice to a level 
considered. minimal, it will be neces- 
sary, in view of the significant change 
in the value of the yen since June 
1977, to scrutinize closely the evidence 
submitted by respondents of the cur- 
rent pricing in the two relevant mar- 
Kets. 

e. Third-country sales. During our 
extended investigatory period, addi- 
tional information was obtained in 
connection with the comparability of 
merchandise sold to the United States 
with that sold in the home market. 
This information has been reviewed 
and analyzed by a special consultant 
selected by the U.S. Customs Service 
for this purpose. As a result of his 
analyses, the determination was made 
that there were no sales of motorcy- 
cles in the home market which were 
considered to be “such or similar’ to 
Honda model GL 1000 K2 within the 
meaning of section 212(3) of the act. 
Therefore, third-country sales of this 
model were examined. 
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Since the GL 1000 K2 sold to 
Canada was virtually identical to the 
U.S. model, Canadian sales informa- 
tion was obtained and verified. For the 
purposes of this determination of sales 
at less than fair value, third-country 
sales price has been calculated on the 
weighted-average prices to unrelated 
Canadian dealers. Adjustments were 
made for: Japanese inland freight, in- 
transit storage costs, Japanese broker- 
age and handling, ocean freight, 
marine insurance, Canadian duty; Ca- 
nadian customs brokerage, Canadian 
inland freight, Canadian harbor 
charges, Canadian local delivery and 
miscellaneous charges, Canadian Fed- 
eral sales and excise taxes, cash and 
early payment discounts, and an offset 
to U.S. selling expenses deducted from 
exporter’s sales price. Also, an adjust- 
ment was made for a de minimis dif- 
ference in the merchandise sold in the 
two markets, in accordance with 
§ 153.11, Customs regulations (19 CFR 
153.11). However, so minor an adjust- 
ment on a product of such value does 
not prevent the consideration of the 
merchandise under section 212(3)(A) 
of the act and obviates the need to 
consider merchandise in other coun- 
tries under section 212(3)(B). 

f. Result of fair value comparisons. 
Using the above criteria, exporter’s 
sales price was found to be lower than 
the home market and third-country 
price of such or similar merchandise. 
Comparisons were made on approxi- 
mately 90 percent of the total sales of 
the subject merchandise to the United 
States by all manufacturers investigat- 
ed for the period under investigation. 
Margins were found on approximately 
18.8 percent of the sales ranging from 
0.9 to 54 percent resulting in a weight- 
ed-average margin of 2.59 percent on 
all sales compared. Weighted-average 
margins found with respect to the 
companies under investigation, com- 
puted over all sales compared, were as 
follows: Honda, 2.9 percent; Kawasaki, 
7.26 percent; Yamaha, 1.9 percent; and 
Suzuki, 0.28 percent. , 

In the case of Suzuki, the weighted- 
average margin is considered to be de 
minimis. 

The Secretary has provided an op- 
portunity to known interested persons 
to present written and oral views pur- 
suant to § 153.40, Customs regulations 
(19 CFR 153.40). 

The U.S. International Trade Com- 


mission is being advised of this deter- 


mination. 

The order issued April 26, 1978, to 
withhold appraisement on the subject 
merchandise from Japan, the notice of 
which is cited above, is hereby termi- 
nated with respect to Suzuki, effective 
August 8, 1978. 

This determination is being pub- 
lished pursuant to section 201(d) of 
the act (19 U.S.C. 160(d)). 


Dated: August 3, 1978. 


ROBERT H. MUNDHEIM, 
General Counsel of the Treasury. 


{FR Doc 78-21995 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


{Decision Volume No..14] 
DECISION-NOTICE 


JULY 21, 1978. 


The following applications are gov- 
erned by special rule 247 of the Com- 
mission’s rules of practice (49 CFR 
1100.247). These rules provide, among 
other things, that a protest to the 
granting of an application must be 
filed with the Commission within 30 
days after the date notice of the appli- 
cation is published in the Frprera. 
ReEGIsTeR. Failure to file a protest, 
within 30 days, will be considered as a 
waiver of opposition to the applica- 
tion. A protest under these rules 
should comply with rule -247(e)(3) of 
the rules of practice which requires 
that it set forth specifically the 
grounds upon which it is made, con- 
tain a detailed statement of protes- 
tant’s interest in the proceeding (as 
specifically noted below), and shall 
specify with particularity the facts, 
matters, and things relied upon, but 


shall not include issues or allegations 


phrased generally. A protestant 
should include a copy of the specific 
portions of its authority which protes- 
tant believes to be in conflict with 
that sought in the application, and de- 
scribe in detail the method—whether 
by joinder, interline, or other means— 
by which protestant would use such 
authority to provide all or part of the 
service proposed. Protests not in rea- 
sonable compliance with the require- 
ments of the rules may be rejected. 
The original and one copy of the pro- 
test shall be filed with the Commis- 
sion, and a copy shall be served con- 
currently upon applicant’s representa- 
tive, or upon applicant if no represent- 
ative is named. If the protest includes 
a request for oral hearing, such re- 
quest shall-meet the requirements of 
section 247(e)(4) of the special rules 
and shall include the certification re- 
quired in that section. 

Section 247(f) provides, in part, that 
an applicant which does not intend 
timely to prosecute its application 
shall promptly request that it be dis- 
missed, and that failure to prosecute 
an application under the procedures of 
the Commission will result in its dis- 
missal. 

Further processing steps will be: by 
Commission notice, decision, or letter 
which will be served on each party of 
record. Broadening amendments will 
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not be accepted after the date of this 
publication. 

Any authority granted may reflect 
administratively acceptable restrictive 
amendments to the service proposed 
below. Some of the applications may 
have been modified to conform to the 
Commission’s policy of simplifying 
grants of operating authority. 

We find: With the exceptions of 
those applications involving duly 
noted problems (e.g., unresolved 
common control, unresolved fitness 
questions, and jurisdictional problems) 
we find, preliminarily, that each 
common carrier applicant has demon- 
strated that its (his) proposed service 
is required by the public convenience 
and necessity, and that each contract 
carrier applicant qualifies as a con- 
tract carrier and its (his) proposed 
contract carrier service will be consist- 
ent with the public interest and the 
national transportation policy. We 
also find prelimarily that each appli- 
cant is fit, willing, and able properly to 
perform the service proposed and to 
conform to the requirements of the 
Interstate Commerce Act and the 
Commission’s regulations. This deci- 
sion is not a major Federal action sig- 
nificantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment within the mean- 
ing of the National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969. 

It is ordered: In the absence of legal- 
ly sufficient protests, filed within 30 
days of publication of this decision- 
notice (or, if the application later be- 
comes unopposed) appropriate author- 
ity will be issued to each applicant 
(except those with duly noted prob- 

lems) upon compliance with certain re- 
quirements which will be set forth in a 
notification of effectiveness of this de- 
cision-notice. To the extent that the 
authority sought below may duplicate 
an applicant’s existing authority, such 
duplication shall not be construed as 
conferring more than a single duplica- 
tion operating right. 

By the Commission, Review Board 
No. 2, Members: Eaton, Liberman, 
Board Member Boyle not participat- 
ing. 

H. G. HommMeE, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 


MC 1263 (Sub-28F), filed June 5, 
1978. Applicant: McCARTY TRUCK 
LINE, INC., 17th and Harris Avenue, 
Trenton, MO 64683. Representative: 
Michael J. Wyngaard, 150 East 
Gilman Street, Madison, WI 57303. 
Authority granted to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Containers, container closures, con- 
tainer ends and container accessories, 
and (2) materials and supplies used in 
the manufacture, sale, and distribu- 
tion of the commodities named in (1) 
above, (a) from Mount Vernon and St. 
Joseph, MO, to points in WI, MN, IA, 


NOTICES 


IL, IN, OH, TN, KY, MS, TX, AL, and 
AR, (b) from Mansfield, TX, to points 
in MS, IL, TN, AR, WI, IA, MO, and 
MN, and (c) from Waupun, Ocon- 
omowoc, and Menomonee Falls, WI, to 
points in IL, TN, KY, MO, OH, IN, IA, 
TX, MI, and MN. (Hearing site: Madi- 
son or Milwaukee, WI.) 


MC 1824 (Sub-82F), filed June 5, 
1978. Applicant: PRESTON TRUCK- 
ING CO., INC., 151 Easton Boulevard, 
Preston, MD 21655. Representative: 
Charles S. Perry, (address same as ap- 
plicant). Authority granted to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Animal feed, feed ingredients, addi- 
tives, and materials and supplies used 
in the manufacture and distribution 
of animal feeds (except commodities in 
bulk), between the facilities of Kal 
Kan Foods, Inc., at or near Mattoon, 
IL, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in CT, DE, IN, KY, MA, 
MD, ME, MI, NC, NH, NJ. NY, OH, 
PA, RI, TN, VA, VT, WI, and WY, re- 
stricted to the transportation of traf- 
fic originating at or destined to the fa- 
cilities of Kal Kan Foods, Inc., at or 
near Mattoon, IL. (Hearing site: Wash- 
ington, DC.) 


MC 2368 (Sub-78F), filed June 7, 
1978. Applicant: BRALLEY-WILLETT 
TANK LINES, INC., 2212 Deepwater 
Terminal Road, P.O. Box 495, Rich- 
mond, VA _ 23204. Representative: 
Steven L. Weiman, Suite 145, 4 Profes- 
sional Drive, Gaithersburg, MD 20760. 
Authority granted to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Soy bean meal, in bulk, from the facili- 
ties of Cargill, Inc., at or near Sidney, 
OH, to points in MD, NC, PA, VA, and 
WV. (Hearing site: Washington, DC.) 


MC 2392 (Sub-114F), filed June 2, 
1978. Applicant: WHEELER TRANS- 
PORT SERVICE, INC., 7722 F Street, 
Omaha, NE 68127. Representative: 
Leonard A. Jaskiewicz, 1730 M Street 
NW., Suite 501, Washington, D.C. 
20036. Authority granted to operaie as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Liquid fertilizer solutions, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Blair, NE, to 
points in IA, MN, ND, SD, WI, and IL. 
(Hearing site: Omaha, NE.) 


McC 5888 (Sub-45F), filed June 19, 
1978. Applicant: MID-AMERICAN 
LINES, INC., 127 West 10th Street, 
llth Floor, Kansas City, MO 64105. 
Representative: Louis A. Hoger (same 
address as applicant). Authority grant- 
ed to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (i) Fiberglass materials 
and products, and plastic materials 
and products, and (2) materials, equip- 
ment, and supplies used in the instal- 
lation, manufacture, and packaging of 
the commodities in (1) above, between 
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points in Franklin and Licking Coun- 
ties, OH, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in IL, IA, KS, MN, MO, 
ND, NE, SD, WI, and those in the 
Upper Peninsula of MI. (Hearing site: 
Kansas City, MO, or Washington, 
DC.) : 


MC 27719 (Sub-7F), filed June 12, 
1978. Applicant: HAYES TRUCK 
LINES, INC., 1701 Bay Street, 
Tacoma, WA 98401. Representative: 
Jack R. Davis, 1100 IBM Building, Se- 
attle, WA 98101. Authority granted to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Cellulose fiber mats, from the 
facilities of Reichhold Chemicals, at 
or near Tacoma, WA, to points in WA, 
. and ID. (Hearing site: Tacoma, 

A.) 


MC 30383 (Sub-16F), filed May 18, 
1978. Applicant: JOSEPH F. WHELAN 
CO., INC., 439 West 54th Street, New 
York, NY 10019. Representative: 
Arthur Liberstein, P.O. Box 1409, 167 
Fairfield Road, Fairfield, NJ 07006. 
Authority granted to operate as a con- 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Soap, 
soap products, stearic acid, vegetable 
stearine, glycerine, oils, cooking fats, 
cleaning and washing compounds, 
lard substitutes, toilet preparations, 
containers, and such commodities as 
are dealt in by retail food stores 
(except commodities in bulk), between 
New York, NY, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in: Monmouth, 
Mercer, Middlesex, Somerset, Union, 
Essex, Passaic, Bergen, Morris, and 
Hudson Counties, NJ, and points in 
Nassau, Suffolk, Westchester, and 
Rockland Counties, NY, under con- 
tinuing contract(s) with Procter & 
Gamble Manufacturing Co. and 
Procter & Gamble Distributing Co. 
(Hearing site: NY.) 


MC 30383 (Sub-17F), filed May 24, 
1978. Applicant: JOSEPH F. WHELAN 
CO., INC., 439 West 54th Street, New 
York, NY 10019. Representative: 
Arthur Liberstein, P.O. Box 1409, 167 
Fairfield Road, Fairfield, NJ 07006. 
Authority granted to operate as a con- 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Soap, 
soap products, stearic acid, vegetable 
stearine, glycerine, oils, cooking fats, 
cleaning and washing compounds, 
lard substituies, toilet preparations, 
containers, and such commodities as 
are deait in by retail food stores 
(except commodities in bulk), from 
the facilities of Procter & Gamble 
Manufacturing Co., at or near Carter- 
et, NJ, to points in Bergen, Essex, 
Hudson, Mércer, Middlesex, Mon- 
mouth, Morris, Passaic, Somerset, and 
Union Counties, NJ, Nassau, Rock- 
land, Suffolk, and Westchester Coun- 
ties and New York City, NY, and the 
facilities of First National Stores, at or 
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near Windsor Locks, CT, -under con- 
tinuing contract(s) with Procter & 
Gamble Manufacturing Co. and 
Procter & Gamble Distributing Co., 
(Hearing site: New York, NY.) 


MC 31389 (Sub-250F), filed June 16, 
1978. Applicant: McLEAN TRUCK- 
ING CO., a corporation, 617 Waught- 
own Street, Winston-Salem, NC 27107. 
Representative: David F. Eshelman, 
P.O. Box 213, Winston-Salem, NC 
27102. Authority granted to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
transporting: General commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods 
as defined by the Commission, com- 
modities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facili- 
ties of Liquid Paper Corp., at or near 
Greenville, TX, as an off-route point 
in connection with carrier’s otherwise 
authorized regular-route operations. 
(Hearing site: Dallas, TX or Washing- 
ton, DC.) - 


MC 31389 (Sub-251F), filed June 16, 
1978. Applicant: McLEAN TRUCK- 
ING CO., a corporation, 617 Waught- 
own Street, Winston-Salem, NC 27107. 
Representative: David F. Eshelman, 
P.O. Box 213, Winston-Salem, NC 
27102. Authority granted to operate as 
a comon carrier, by motor vehicle, 
transporting: General commodities 
(except those of unusual value, classes 
A and B explosives, household goods 
as defined by the Commission, com- 
modities in bulk, and those requiring 
special equipment), serving the facili- 
ties of the Brown Printing Co., at or 
near East Greenville, PA, as an off- 
route point in connection with carri- 
er’s otherwise authorized regular- 
route operations. (Hearing site: St. 
Paul, MN or Washington, DC.) 


MC 32882 (Sub-94F), filed June 8, 
1978. Applicant: MITCHELL BROS. 
TRUCK LINES, a corporation, 3841 
North Columbia Boulevard, Portland, 
OR 97217. Representative: Lex F. 
Page, P.O. Box 17039, Portland, OR 
97217. Authority granted to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Signs, and materials, equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture and 
erection of signs (except commodities 
in bulk), (1) from Salt Lake City and 
Ogden, UT, Las Vegas and Reno, NV, 
and Phoenix, AZ, to points in AZ, CA, 
CO, ID, MT, NV, OR, UT, WA, and 
WY, and (2) from points in AZ, CA, 
ID, OR, and WA, to Salt Lake City 
and Ogden, UT, Las Vegas and Reno, 
NV, and Phoenix, AZ. (Hearing site: 
Salt Lake City, UT, Portland, OR, or 
Los Angeles, CA.) 


MC 35628 (Sub-401F), filed June 16, 
1978. Applicant: INTERSTATE 
MOTOR FREIGHT SYSTEM, a cor- 
poration, 134 Grandville Avenue SW., 
Grand Rapids, MI 49503. Representa- 
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tive: Michael P. Zell, 134 Granville 
Avenue SW., Grand Rapids, MI 49503. 
Authority granted to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Meats, meat products, and meat by- 
products, and articles distributed by 
meat-packing houses, as described in 
sections A and C of appendix I to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carri- 
er Certificates, 61 MCC 209 and 1766, 
(except hides and commodities in 
bulk), from Nebraska City, NE, to 
points in CT, DE, IL, IN, IA, KS, KY, 
ME, MD, MA, MI, MN, MO, NH, NJ, 
NY, OH, PA, RI, VT, VA, WV, WI, and 
DC, restricted to the transportation of 
traffic originating at the named origin 
and destined to the indicated destina- 
tions. (Hearing site: Kansas City or 
Wichita, KS.) 


MC 61403 (Sub-254F), filed May 24, 
1978. Applicant: THE MASON & 
DIXON TANK LINES, INC., Highway 
11-W, P.O. Box 969, Kingsport, TN 
37662. Representative: W. C. Mitchell, 
Suite 1201, 370 Lexington Avenue, 
New York, NY 10017. Authority grant- 
ed to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Flammable solvents, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from the fa- 
cilities of Inland Chemical Corp., in 
Henry County, KY, to points in AL, 
AR, DE, FL, GA, IL, IN, IO, KS, LA, 
MD, MI, MN, MO, NJ, NY, NC, OH, 
OK, PA, SC, TN, TX, VA, WV, WI, 
and DC; and (2) contaminated fiam- 
mable solvents, in bulk, in tank vehi- 
cles, from the destinations named in 
(1) above to the facilities of Inland 
Chemical Corp., in Henry County, KY. 
(Hearing site: Louisville, KY.) 


MC 63417 (Sub-156F), filed June 8, 
1978. Applicant: BLUE RIDGE 
TRANSFER CO.,” INC., P.O. Box 
13447, Roanoke, VA 24034. Represent- 
ative: William E* Bain (same address 
as applicant). Authority granted to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Mineral fiber, mineral fiber 
products, insulating materials, and air 
filters, from the facilities of the 
United States Gypsum Co., at Wabash, 
IN, to points in AL, AR, CT, DE, FL, 
GA, KY, LA, MA, ME, MD, MS, NH, 
NC, NY, NJ, OH, OK, PA, RI, SC, TN, 
TX, VA, VT, WV, and DC. (Hearing 
site: Roanoke, VA, or Chicago, IL.) 


MC 83539 (Sub-499F), filed June 12, 
1978. Applicant: C & H TRANSPOR- 
TATION CO., INC., P.O. Box 270535, 
Dallas, TX 75227. Representative: 
Thomas E. James (same address as ap- 
plicant). Authority granted to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Construction equipment, materials, 
and supplies (except commodities in 
bulk), and self-propelled vehicles, be- 
tween Sacramento, CA, and Council 


Bluffs, LA, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the United States 
(except AK and HI), restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
or destined to the facilities of Wismer 
and Becker Contracting Engineers, at 
Sacramento, CA or Council Bluffs, IA. 
(Hearing site: San Francisco, CA or 
Dallas, TX.) 


MC 107064 (Sub-126F), filed May 25, 
1978. Applicant: STEERE TANK 
LINES, INC., Post Office Box 2998, 
Dallas, TX 75221. Representative: 
Hugh .T. Matthews, 2340 Fidelity 
Union Tower, Dallas, TX 75201. Au- 
thority granted to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Pe- 
troleum, petroleum products, and 
chemicals, in bulk, between the plant- 


‘site of Calgon Corp., at or near Pasa- 


dena, TX, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the United States 
(except TX, AK, and HI). Hearing site: 
Dallas, TX.) 


* MC 108973 (Sub-15F), filed June 5, 
1978. Applicant: INTERSTATE EXxX- 
PRESS, INC., 2334 University Avenue, 
St. Paul, MN 55114. Representative: 
Joseph J. Dudley, W-1260 First Na- 
tional Bank Building, St. Paul, MN 
55101. Authority granted to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Paper and paper products, from the 
facilities of Champion International 
Corp., at or near Ontonagon, MI, to 
those points in the United States in 
and east of ND, SD, NE, KS, OK, and 
TX (except MI); and (2) materials, 
equipment, and supplies used in the 
manufacture and distribution of paper 
and paper products (except commod- 
ities in bulk), from points in the 
United States in and east of ND, SD, 
NE, KS, OK, and TX, to the facilities 
of Champion International Corp., at 
or near Ontonagon, MI, under a con- 
tinuing contract, or contracts, with 
Champion International Corp., of 
Hamilton, OH. (Hearing site: Ontona- 
gon, MI, or St. Paul, MN.) 


MC 109708 (Sub-85F), filed June 20, 
1978. Applicant: INDIAN RIVER 
TRANSPORT CO., d.b.a. INDIAN 
RIVER TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 
AG, Dundee, FL 33838. Representa-: 
tive: Bruce A. Bullock, Suite 610, 7171 
Mercy Road, Omaha, NE 68106. Au- 
thority granted to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Al- 
coholic liquors, in bulk, in tank vehi- 
cles, (1) from ports of entry on the in- 
ternational boundary line between the 
United States and Canada located in 
MI, to Silverton, OH, in foreign com- 
merce only, restricted to the transpor- 
tation of traffic originating at Montre- 
al, Quebec, Canada, and (2) from Sil- 
verton, OH, to Scobeyville, NJ, and 
Detroit, MI. Condition: Prior receipt 
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from applicant of an affidavit setting 
forth its complementary Canadian au- 
thority or explaining why no such Ca- 
nadian authority is necessary. (Hear- 
ing site: Chicago, IL, or St. Louis, 
MO.) 


Nore.—The restriction and conditions con- 
tained in the grant of authority in this pro- 
ceeding are phrased in accordance with the 
policy statement entitled Notice to Interest- 
ed Parties of New Requirements Concerning 
Applications for Operating Authority to 
Handle Traffic to and from points in 
Canada published in the FEDERAL REGISTER 
on December 5, 1974, and supplemented on 
November 18, 1975. The Commission is pres- 
ently considering whether the policy state- 
ment should be modified, and is in commu- 
nication with appropriate officials of the 
Provinces of Alberta, Saskatchewan, and 
Manitoba regarding this issue. If the policy 
statement is changed, appropriate notice 
will appear in the FEDERAL REGISTER and the 
Commission will consider all restrictions or 
conditions which were imposed pursuant to 
the prior policy statement, regardless of 
when the condition or restriction was im- 
posed, as being null and void and having no 
force or effect. 


MC 109818 (Sub-25F), filed June 16, 
1978. Applicant?’ WENGER TRUCK 
LINE, INC., P.O. Box 3427, Davenport, 
IA 52804. Representative: Larry D 
Knox, 600 Hubbell Building, Des 
Moines, IA 50309. Authority Granted 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Malt beverages, from 
points in Jefferson County, CO, to 


points in IA; and (2) scrap materials 
for recycling, from points in IA, to 
points in Jefferson County, CO. (Hear- 
ing site; Denver, CO, or Kansas City, 
MO.) 


MC 111812 (Sub-573F), filed June 5, 
1978. Applicant: MIDWEST COAST 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 1233, 
Sioux Falls, SD 57101. Representative: 
Ralph H. Jinks (same address as appli- 
cant). Authority granted to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Vinyl, ring metals, and chipboard, 
from Winchester, VA, New Bedford, 
MA, Toledo, OH, Chicago, IL, and 
Burlington, NJ, to Edgerton, MN. 
(Hearing site: Minneapolis, MN.) 


MC 111812 (Sub-575F), filed June 8, 
1978. Applicant: MIDWEST TRANS- 
PORT, INC., P.O. Box 1233, Sioux 
Falls, SD 57101. Representative: David 
Peterson (same address as applicant). 
Authority granted to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Such commodities as are dealt in by 
manufacturers of personal health care 
and beauty aids products from Teter- 
boro and Englewood, NJ, to Dallas, 
TX, Chicago, IL, Brisbane, CA, Law- 
rence, KS, Sparks, NV, and Fort 
Wayne, IN. (Hearing site: Washington, 
DC.) 


NOTICES 


MC 111812 (Sub-576F), filed June 12, 
1978. Applicant: MIDWEST COAST 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 1233, 
Sioux Falls, SD 57101. Representative: 
Ralph H. Jinks (same address as appli- 
cant). Authority granted to operate as 
a@ common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Printed matter, between Waseca, MN, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in AZ, CA, CO, CT, DE, FL, GA, 
ID, ME, MD, MA, MT, NV, NH, NJ, 
NM, NY, NC, OH, OR, PA, RI, SC, 
UT, VT, VA, WA, WV, WY, and DC; 
and (2) Materials, equipment, and sup- 
plies used in the manufacture of print- 
ed matter (except commodities in bulk 
and those requiring special equip- 
ment), from points in AZ, CA, CO, CT, 
DE, FL, GA, ID, ME, MD, MA, MT, 
NV, NH, NJ, NM, NY, NC, OH, OR, 
PA, RI, SC, UT, VT, VA, WA, WV, 
WY, and DC, to Waseca, MN. (Hearing 
site: St. Paul, MN.) 


MC 112627 (Sub-29F), filed June 8, 
1978. Applicant: OWENS’ BROS., 
INC., P.O. Box 247, Dansville, NY 
14437. Representative: S. Michael 
Richards, 44 North Ave., P.O. Box 225, 
Webster, NY 14580. Authority granted 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Salt and salt products 
(except: commodities in bulk), from St. 
Clair, MI, to those points in NY on 
and west of Interstate Hwy 87. (Hear- 
ing site: Detroit, MI, or Buffalo, NY.) 


MC 112713 (Sub-215F), filed May 31, 
1978. Applicant: YELLOW FREIGHT 
SYSTEM, INC., P.O. Box 7270, Shaw- 
nee Mission, KS 66207. Representa- 
tive: John M. Records (same address 
as applicant). Authority granted to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport- 
ing: General Commodities (except 
those of unusual value, classes A and 
B explosives, household goods as de- 
fined by the Commission, commodities 
in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), between Enid and Tulsa, 
OK, over U.S. Hwy 64, as an alternate 
route for operating convenience only, 
serving no intermediate points. (Hear- 
ing site: Kansas City, MO, or Washing- 
ton, DC.) 


MC 112822 (Sub-456F), filed June 8, 
1978. Applicant: BRAY LINES INC., 
1401 North Little Street, P.O. Box 
1191, Cushing, OK 74023. Representa- 
tive: Edward T. Lyons, Jr., 1600 Lin- 
coln Center Building, 1660 Lincoln 
Street, Denver, CO 80264. Authority 
granted to operate as a common carri- 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Photographic 
materials, equipment, and supplies, 
from the facilities of Eastman Kodak 
Co., at or near Windsor, CO, to the fa- 
cilities of Eastman Kodak Co., at or 
near Chamblee, GA. (Hearing site: 
Denver, CO.) 


35145 


MC 112893 (Sub-52F), filed June 1, 
1978. Applicant BULK TRANSPORT 
CO., a corporation P.O. Box 186, 
Pleasant Prairie, WI 53518. Represent- 
ative: John R. Sims, Jr., 915 Pennsyl- 
vania Building, 425—13th Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20004. Authority 
granted to operate as a common carri- 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Petroleum and 
petroleum products, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, between Pewaukee, WI, on 
the one hand, and on the other, points 
in IL, IN, IA, KS, KY, MI, MN, MO, 
NE, ND, OH, PA, and WV. (Hearing 
site: Chicago, IL.) 


MC 113475 (Sub-28F), filed June 15, 
1978. Applicant: RAWLINGS TRUCK 
LINE, INC., Emporia, VA 23847. Rep- 
resentative: Harry J. Jordan, 1000— 
16th Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20036. Authority granted to operate as 
@ common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Lumber, from. points in Prince 
Georges, Charles, Calvert, and St. 
Marys Counties, MD, to points in VA 
and NC. (Hearing site: Washington, 
DC or Richmond, VA.) 


MC 114015 (Sub-25F), filed June 8, 
1978. Applicant: HUSS, INC., Highway 
47 West, P.O. Box 666, Chase City, VA 
23924. Representative: Morton E. Kiel, 
Suite 6193, 5 World Trade Center, New 
York, NY 10048. Authority granted to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: General commodities (except 
those of unusual value, classes A and 
B explosives, household goods as de- 
fined by the Commission, commodities 
in bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment), between those points in 
the United States in and east of MN, 
IA, MO, AR, and LA, under continuing’ 
contract(s) with “Gypsum Co., of Chi- 
cago, IL. (Hearing site: Chicago,IL.) 


MC 114457 (Sub-395F), filed June 9, 
1978. Applicant: DART TRANSIT 
CO., a corporation, 2102 University 
Avenue, St. Paul, MN 55114. Repre- 
sentative: James H. Wills (same ad- 
dress as applicant). Authority granted 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: water heaters, between 
Middleville, MI, Nashville, TN, and 
Red Granite, WI, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the United 
States (except AK and HI). (Hearing 
site: Memphis, TN or St. Paul, MN.) 


MC 114457 (Sub-402F), filed June 5, 
1978. Applicant: DART TRANSIT 
CO., a corporation, 2102 University 
Avenue, St. Paul, MN 55114. Repre- 
sentative: James C. Hardman, Suite 
2108, 33 North LaSalle Street, Chica- 
go, IL 60602. Authority granted to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Plastic containers, from Balti- 
more, MD, Burlington, WI, Cleveland, 
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Lima, and Springdale, OH, Elk Grove 
Village, IL, Houston, TX, Lenexa, KS, 
and Militown and New Market, NJ, to 
those points in the United States in 
and east of ND, SD, NE, KS, OK, and 
TX. (Hearing site: Hartford, CT or St. 
Paul, MN.) 


MC 114552 (Sub-166F), filed June 9, 
1978. Applicant: SEEN TRUCKING 
CO., a corporation, P.O. Drawer 220, 
Newberry, SC 29108. Representative: 
William P. Jackson, Jr., 3426 N. Wash- 
ington Boulevard, P.O. Box 1240, Ar- 
lington, VA 22210. Authority granted 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: ron and steel articles (1) 
from facilities of Jones and Laughlin 
Steel Corp., at or near Cleveland, OH, 
to points in AR, KY, and TN, and (2) 
from the facilities of Jones and Laugh- 
lin Steel Corp., at or near Pittsburgh 
and Aliquippa, PA, to points in VA, 
NC, SC, GA, FL, AL, MS, AR, LA, OK, 
TX, and TN. (Hearing site: Washing- 
ton, DC.) 


- MC 114632 (Sub-167F), filed June 8, 
1978. Applicant: APPLE LINES, INC., 
P.O. Box 287, Madison, SD 57042. Rep- 
resentative: Michael L. Carter (same 
address as applicant). Authority grant- 
ed to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meats, meat products, 
and meat byproducts, dairy products, 
and articles distributed by meatpack- 
ing houses, as described in sections A, 
B, and C of appendix I to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certifi- 
cates, 61 MCC 209 and 766 (except 
hides and commodities in bulk) (1) 
from the facilities of John Morrell & 
Co., at or near (a) Estherville, Sioux 
City, and Humboldt. LA; (b) St. Paul, 
Mn, and (c) Sioux Falls, SD, to points 
in CT, DE, ME, MA, MD, NH, NJ, NY, 
PA, RI, VT, VA, WV, and DC and (2) 
from the facilities of John Morrell & 
Co., at or near (a) Sioux Falls, SD, and 
(b) Estherville, IA, to points in WI, re- 
stricted to the transportation of traf- 
fic originating at the named origin fa- 
cilities and destined to the indicated 
destinations. (Hearing site: Chicago, 
IL or Minneapolis, MN.) 
Note.—Dual operations are involved. 


MC 114632 (Sub-168F), filed June 7, 
1978. Applicant: APPLE LINES, INC., 
P.O. Box 287, Madison, SD 57042. Rep- 
resentative: Michael L. Carter (same 
address as applicant). Authority grant- 
ed to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meats, meat products, 
and meat byproducts, and articles dis- 
tributed by meatpacking houses, as de- 
scribed in sections A, and C of appen- 
dix I to the report in Descriptions in 
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 MCC 
209 and 766 (except hides and com- 
modities in bulk), from the facilities of 
John Morrell & Co., at or near Fort 


Smith, AR, to points in IL, IN, MI, 
OH, and WI, restricted to the trans- 
portation of traffic originating at the 
named origin facilities and destined to 
the indicated destinations. (Hearing 
site: Chicago, IL.) 


NorTe.—Dual operations are involved. 


MC 115357 (Sub-9F), filed June 9, 
1978. Applicant: TAT, a corporation, 
800 Wyoming Street, Kansas City, 
MO. Representative: Marvin Handler, 
100 Pine Street, Suite 2550, San Fran- 
cisco, CA 94111. Authority granted to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Automobiles, in secondary 
movements, in truckaway service, be- 
tween Houston, TX, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in CO, IA, 
KS, NE, and OK. (Hearing site: San 
Francisco, CA or Kansas City, MO.) 


NotTe.—The person or persons which 
appear to be engaged in common control 
must either file an application under Sec- 
tion 5(2) of The Interstate Commerce Act or 
submit and affidavit indicating why such 
approval is unnecessary. 


MC 115603 (Sub-14F), filed June 5, 
1978. Applicant: TURNER BROS. 
TRUCKING CO., INC., P.O. Box 
94626, Oklahoma City, OK 73109. Rep- 
resentative: J. Michael Alexander, 136 
Wynnewood Professional Building, 
Dallas, TX 75224. Authority granted 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 


transporting: Bentonite clay and lig- 
nite coal (except commodities in bulk), 
from points in Crook County, WY, and 
Phillips County, MT, to points in the 
United States (except AK and HI), re- 
stricted to the transportation of traf- 


fic originating at the facilities of 
American Colloid Co., in Crook 
County, WY, and Phillips County, 
MT. (Hearing site: San Francisco, CA 
or Denver, CO.) 


MC 115826 (Sub-320F), filed June 13, 
1978. Applicant: W. J. DIGBY, INC., 
1960-3ist Street, Denver, CO 80217. 
Representative: Howard Gore (same 
address as applicant). Authority grant- 
ed to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meats, meat products, 
and meat byproducts, and articles dis- 
tributed by meat-packing houses, as 
described in sections A and C of ap- 
pendix I to the report in Descriptions 
in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 MCC 
209 and 766, from points in KS, MO, 
IA, and NE, to points in AZ, CA, CO, 
ID, MT, MN, UT, OR, WA, and WY. 
(Hearing site: Denver, CO.) 

MC 116763 (Sub-418F), filed June 5, 
1978. Applicant: CARL SUBLER 
TRUCKING, INC., North West Street, 
Versailles, OH 45380. Representative: 
H. M. Richters (same address as appli- 
cant). Authority granted to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 


Such commodities as are deait in or 
used by manufacturers and converters 
of paper and paper products ‘except 
commodities which because of size or 
weight require the use of special 
equipment), from the facilities of 
Georgia-Pacific Corp., at or near Gary. 
IN, to points in OH, PA, DE, MD, NJ, 
NY, TN, VA, WV, CT, MA, NH, VT. 
RI, ME, KY, MI, WI, and DC. (Hear- 
ing site: Boston, MA.) 


MC 117119 (Sub-696F), filed June 19 
1978. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 
188, Elm Springs, AR 72728. Repre- 
sentative: L. M. McLean (‘same address 
as applicant). Authority granted to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Frozen foods, (except in bulk), 
from the facilities of Chef Pierre, Inc., 
at or near Forest, MS, to points in AZ, 
CA, CO, ID, KS, MI, MT, NE, NV, ND, 
OK, OR, SD, TX, UT, WA, and WY. 
(Hearing site: Chicago, IL.) 


MC 117613 (Sub-26F), filed June 2, 
1978. Applicant: D. M. BOWMAN, 
INC., Route 2, Box 43Al, William- 
sport, MD 21795. Representative: 
Edward N. Button, 1329 Pennsylvania 
Avenue, P.O. Box 1417, Hagerstown, 
MD 21740. Authority granted to oper- 
ate as a contract carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: (1) Waste oils, (a) from points in 
MD, DE, WV, VA, NJ, and DC, to Cor- 
aopolis, PA, and (b) from points in 
MD, DE, WV, VA, and DC, to Clayton, 
NJ; and (2) reclaimed oils, from Corao- 
polis, PA, to points in MD, DE, WV, 
VA, NJ, and DC, under continuing 
contract(s) with Wiseman Oil Corp., of 
Pittsburgh, PA. (Hearing site: DC.) 


Norte.—Dual operations are involved. 


MC 118159 (Sub-268P), filed June 14, 
1978. Applicant: NATIONAL RE- 
FRIGERATED TRANSPORT, INC., 
P.O. Box 51366, Dawson Station, 
Tulsa, OK 7174151. Representative: 
Warren Troupe, 2480 E. Commercial 
Boulevard, Fort Lauderdale, FL 33308. 
Authority granted to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Plastic articles and plastic materiais 
(except commodities in bulk), and (2) 
equipment and supplies used in the 
manufacture and distribution of the 
commodities named in (1) above 
(except commodities in bulk), between 
the facilities of Mobil Chemical Co., 
Plastics Division, in Newton, Fulton, 
DeKalb and Rockdale Counties, GA, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the United States (except 
AK and HI), restricted to the trans- 
portation of traffic originating at or 
destined to the named facilities. 
(Hearing site: Chicago, IL.) 


MC 119422 (Sub-62F), filed June 7, 
1978. Applicant: EE' JAY MOTOR 
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TRANSPORTS, INC., 15th and Lin- 
coln Streets, East St. Louis, IL 62204. 
Representative: Ernest A. Brooks II, 
1301 Ambassador Building, 411 North 
7th Street, St. Louis, MO 63101. Au- 
thority granted to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Plastic pellets, in bulk, in tank vehi- 
cles, from the facilities of East St. 
Louis Terminal & Storage Co., at East 
St. Louis, IL, to points in MO, IN, IA, 
KS, KY, OH, AR, TN, NE, MI, WI, 
and MN, restricted to the transporta- 
tion of traffic having an immediately 
prior movement by rail. (Hearing site: 
St. Louis, MO or Springfield, IL.) 


MC 119493 (Sub-205F), filed May 24, 
1978. Applicant: MONKEM CoO., INC., 
P.O. Box 1196, Joplin, MO 64801. Rep- 
resentative: Lawrence F. Kloeppel 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
granted to operate as a common carri- 
er, by motor vehcle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Flour, corn 
meal, and grits, from Buhler and 
Inman, KS, to points in CT, DE, IA, 
KS, ME, MD, MA, MI, MN, NE, NH, 
NJ, NY, ND, OH, OK, PA, RI, SD, VT, 
WI, and DC, and (2) flour, from 
McPherson, KS, to points in CT, DE, 
IA, KS, ME, MD, MA, MI, MN, NE, 
NH, NJ, NY, ND, OH, OK, PA, RI, SD, 
VT, WI, and DC. (Hearing site: Spring- 
field or Kansas City, MO.) 


MC 119493 (Sub-210F), filed June 2, 
1978. Applicant: MONKEM Co., INC., 
P.O. Box 1196, Joplin, MO 64801. Rep- 
resentative: Lawrence F. Kloeppel 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
granted to operate as a common carri- 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Feed and feed 
ingredients, animal and poultry me- 
dicinal health products, and pesti- 
cides, from Kansas City, MO, to points 
in AL, CT, DE, FL, GA, MD, MA, ME, 
MN, NJ, NY, NH, NC, ND, RI, SC, SD, 
VA, VT, WV, and DC; (2) animal and 
poultry medicinal health products, 
and pesticides, from Kansas City, MO, 
to points‘in AR, IL, IA, KS, LA, MS, 
MO, NE, OK, TN, and TX; (3) materi- 
als and supplies used in the manufac- 
ture and distribution of the commod- 
ities named in (1) and (2) above, from 
the named destinations in (1) and (2) 
above, to Kansas City, MO; and (4) 
feed and feed ingredients, and materi- 
als and supplies used in the manufac- 
ture of feed and feed ingredients, be- 
tween Kansas City, MO, and points in 
AL, AR, IN, KY, LA, MI, MN, OK, TN, 
and WI. (Hearing site: Kansas City or 
Joplin, MO.) 


MC 119654 (Sub-43F), filed June 9, 
1978. Applicant: HI-WAY DISPATCH, 
INC., 1401 West 26th Street, Marion, 
IN 46952. Representative: Norman R. 
Garvin, 1301 Merchants Plaza, Indian- 
apolis, IN 46204. Authority granted to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 


NOTICES 


vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: (1) Mufflers, tail and erhaust 
pipes, and shock absorbers, and (2) 
clamps, bolts, and brackets for the 
commodities named in (1) above, from 
Chicago, IL, to points in OH. (Hearing 
site: Indianapolis, IN or Chicago, IL.) 


MC 119702 (Sub-61F), filed June 12, 
1978. Applicant: STAHLY CARTAGE 


_CO., a corporation, 119 South Main 


Street, P.O. Box 486, Edwardsville, IL 
62025. Representative: E. Stephen 
Heisley, 805 McLachlen Bank Build- 
ing, 666 Eleventh Street NW., Wash- 
ington, DC 20001. Authority granted 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Petrochemicals, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from forsyth, IL, to 
points in IN and KY. (Hearing site: St. 
Louis, MO or DC.) 


MC 119702 (Sub-62F), filed June 12, 
1978. Applicant: STAHLY CARTAGE 
CO., a corporation, 119 South Main 
Street, P.O. Box 486, Edwardsville, IL 
62025. Representative: E. Stephen 
Heisley, 805 McLachlen Bank Build- 
ing, 666 Eleventh Street NW., Wash- 
ington, DC 20001. Authority granted 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Inedible tallow, in bulk, 
in tank vehicles, from Mason City, IL, 
to points in IN and MO. (Hearing site: 
St. Louis, MO or DC.) 


MC 119988 (Sub-147F), filed June 19, 


1978. Applicant: GREAT WESTERN 
TRUCKING CO., INC., Highway 103 
East, P.O. Box 1384, Lufkin, TX 75901. 
Representative: Paul D. Angenend, 
P.O. Box 2207, 1806 Rio Grande, 
Austin, TX 78768. Authority granted 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Leonardite (except in 
bulk), from points in Brewster County, 
TX, to points in LA and OK. (Hearing 
site: Dallas, TX or Washington, DC.) 


MC 123263 (Sub-9F), filed June 6, 
1978. Applicant: FLOYD R. WAN- 
GERIN AND LORAINE C. WAN- 
GERIN, a partnership, d.b.a. WAN- 
GERIN TRUCKING CO. Rural 
Route No. 2, Stephenson, MI 49887. 
Representative: Michael S. Varda, 121 
South Pinckney Street, Madison, WI 
53703. Authority granted to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Animal mineral feed, from the facili- 
ties of Bullard Feed Co., at Chicago, 
IL, to Fond du Lac, WI, Milford, IN, 
Lansing, MI, and points in the Upper 
Penninsula of MI; (2) dry animal and 
poultry feeds, in bags, from Clinton, 
IA, to points in WI and the Upper 
Penninsula of MI; and (3) laboratory 
feed products, from Richmond, IN, to 
Arlington Heights, IL. (Hearing site: 
Milwaukee, WI or Chicago, IL.) 
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MC 123407 (Sub-461F), filed June 8, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383 
Representative: H. E. Miller, Jr., (same 
address as applicant). Authority grant- 
ed to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Flat glass, from the fa- 
cilities of C-E Glass Combustion Engi- 
neering, Inc., at or near St. Louis, MO, 
to points in the United States (except 
AK and HI). (Hearing site: Washing- 
ton, DC.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-463F), filed June 6, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. 
Representative: H. E. Miller, Jr. (Same 
address as applicant). Authority grant- 
ed to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporating: Plastic articles and ma- 
terials (except commodities in bulk), 
from Bremen, IN, to points in the 
United States (except AK, HI, and 
IN). (Hearing site: Chicago, IL.) 


MC 123407 (Sub-464F), filed June 8, 
1978. Applicant: SAWYER TRANS- 
PORT, INC., South Haven Square, 
U.S. Highway 6, Valparaiso, IN 46383. 
Representative: H. E. Miller, Jr. (Same 
address as applicant). Authority grant- 
ed to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporating: (1) Petroleum and pe- 
troleum products, in containers, from 
the facilities of Sun Oil Co., at Tulsa, 
OK, to points in IL, IA, MI, MN, and 
WI: and (2) containers, from points in 
IL, IA, MI, MN, and WI, to the facili- 
ties of Sun Oil Co., at Tulsa, OK. 
(Hearing site: Washington, DC.) 


MC 124078 (Sub-822F), filed June 15, 
1978. Applicant: SCHWERMAN 
TRUCKING CO., a corporation, 611 
South 28th Street, Milwaukee, WI 
53215. Representative: Richard H. Pre- 
vette, P.O. Box 1601, Milwaukee, WI 
53201. Authority granted to operate as 
@ common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Pe- 
troleum lubricating oil, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Carrollton, GA, to 
points in NC, SC, TN, and VA. (Hear- 
ing site: Atlanta, GA.) 


MC 124078 (Sub-823F), filed June.19, 
1978. . Applicant: SCHWERMAN 
TRUCKING CO., a corporation, 611 
South 28th Street, Milwaukee, WI 
53215. Representative: Richard H. Pre- 
vette, P.O. Box 1601, Milwaukee, WI 
53201. Authority granted to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, tranporting: Fly 
ash, in bulk, from points in AL and 
TN, to the Yellow Creek Nuclear 
Plant, at on near Iuka, MS. (Hearing 
site: Nashville, TN.) 


MC 124887 (Sub-58F), filed June 6, 
1978. Applicant: SHELTON TRUCK- 
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ING SERVICE, INC., Route 1, Box 
230, Altha, FL 32421. Representative: 
Sol H. Proctor, 1101 Blackstone Build- 
ing, Jacksonville, FL 32202. Authority 
granted to operate as a common carri- 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Lumber, from 
points in MS, to points in AL, FL, GA, 
NC, and SC. (Hearing site: Birming- 
ham, AL.) 


MC 125335 (Sub-22F), filed June 14, 
1978. Applicant: GOOD-WAY, INC., 
P.O. Box 2283, York, PA 17405. Repre- 
sentative: Gailyn L. Larsen, 521 South 
14th Street, P.O: Box 81849, Lincoln, 
NE 68501. Authority granted to oper- 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Confectionery and cough drops 
(except commodities in bulk), from 
Reading, PA, to points in AR, IL, IN, 
IA, KS, LA, MI, MN, MS, MO, NE, 
OH, TX, and WI, restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
the facilities of Luden’s Inc., at Read- 
ing, PA, and destined to the indicated 
destinations. (Hearing site: Reading, 
PA, or Harrisburg, PA.) 


MC 125358 (Sub-25F), filed June 19, 
1978. Applicant: MID WEST TRUCK 
LINES, LTD., 1216 Fife Street, Winni- 
peg, Manitoba., Canada. Representa- 
tive: James E. Bailenthin, 630 Osborn 
Building, St. Paul, MN 55102. Authori- 
ty granted to opertate as a contract 
carrier, by. motor vehicle, over irregu- 
lar routes, transporting: Such com- 
modities as are used in the manufac- 
ture, assembly, and repair of auto- 
motive buses, from points in IN, MI, 
and OH, to the port of entry on the in- 
ternational boundary line between the 
United States and Canada at Pembina, 
ND, restricted to (1) the transporta- 
tion in foreign commerce only, (2) the 
transportation of traffic destined to 
Winnipeg, Manitoba, Canada, and to 
operations performed, under continu- 
ing contract(s) with Motor Coach In- 
dustries, of Winnipeg, Manitoba, 
Canada. Condition: Applicant must 
present evidence of complementary 
Canadian authority or demonstrate 
why no such authortiy is needed. 
(Hearing site: St. Paul, MN.) 


NortTe.—Dual operations are involved. The 
restrictions and conditions contained in the 
grant of authority in this proceeding are 
phrased in accordance with the policy state- 
ment entitled “Notice to Interested Parties 
of New Requirements Concerning Applica- 
tions for Operating Authority to Handle 
Traffic to and From Points in Canada” pub- 
lished in the FrepERAL REGISTER on Decem- 
ber 5, 1974, and supplemented on November 
18, 1975. The Commission is presently con- 
sidering whether the policy statement 
should be modified, and is in communica- 
tion with appropriate officials of the prov- 
sie of Alberta, Saskatchewan, and Manito- 

ba regarding this issue. If the policy state- 
ment is changed, appropriate notice will 
appear in the FreperaL RecIsTerR and the 
Commission will consider all restrictions or 


conditions which were imposed pursuant to 
the prior policy. statement, regardless of 
when the the condition or restriction was 
imposed, as being null and void and having 
no force or effect. 


MC 125433 (Sub-156F), filed June 5, 
1978. Applicant: F-B TRUCK LINE 
CO., a corporation, 1945 South Red- 
wood Road, Salt Lake City, UT 84104. 
Representative: David J. Lister (same 
address as applicant). Authority grant- 
ed to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Carpet and rug cushion- 
ing, carpet lining, plastics, and plastic 
products, and rubber (except commod- 
ities in bulk), from the facilities of the 
General Tire & Rubber Co., in Orange 
and Alameda Counties, CA, to points 
in OR, WA, ID, MT, MY, NV, and UT. 
(Hearing site: Los Angeles, CA, or Salt 
Lake City, UT.) 


MC 125433 (Sub-157F), filed June 5, 
1978. Applicant: F-B TRUCK LINE 
CO., a corporation, 1945 South Red- 
wood Road, Salt Lake City, UT 84104. 
Representative: David J. Lister (same 
address as applicant). Authority grant- 
ed to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Copper rod and copper 
cathode, (except commodities in bulk), 
from the San Manuel, AZ, to points in 
the United States (except AK, HI, and 
AZ). (Hearing site: Phoenix, AZ, or 
Salt Lake City, UT.) 


MC 125433 (Sub-158F), filed June 6, 
1978. Applicant: F-B TRUCK LINE 
CO., a corporation, 1945 South Red- 
wood Road, Salt Lake City, UT 84104. 
Representative: David J. Lister (same 
address as applicant). Authority grant- 
ed to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Plastic pipe, from Wat- 
sonville, CA, to points in the United 
States (except AK, HI, and CA). 
(Hearing site: San Francisco, CA, or 
Salt Lake City, UT.) 


MC 127303 (Sub-39F), filed June 7, 
1978. Applicant: ZELLMER TRUCK 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 343, Granville, 
IL 61326. Representative: E. Stephen 
Heisley, 666 1ith Street NW., No. 805, 
Washington, DC 20001. Authority 
granted to operate as a common carri- 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Malt bever- 
ages, from Pabst, GA, to points in OH, 
IL, IN, and MI; and (2) Used contain- 
ers and pallets, from points in OH, IL, 
IN, and MI to Pabst, GA. (Hearing 
site: Chicago, IL or DC.) 


MC 127303 (Sub-40F), filed June 7, 
1978. Applicant: ZELLMER TRUCK 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 343, Granville, 
IL, 61326. Representative: E. Stephen 
Heisley, 666 11th Street NW., No. 805, 
Washington, DC 20001, Authority 
granted to operate as a common car- 
ries, by motor vehicle, over irregular 


j 


routes, transporting: Animal feed, feed 
ingredients, additives, and materials 
and supplies used in the manufacture 
and distribution of animal feeds, 
(except commodities in bulk), between 
the facilities of Kal Kan Foods, Inc., 
at or near Mattoon, IL, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, those points 
in the United States in and east of ND, 
SD, NE, KS, OK, and TX, restricted to 
the transportation of traffic originat- 
ing at or destined to the facilities of 
Kal Kan Foods, Inc., at or near Mat- 
toon, IL. (Hearing site: Chicago, IL, or 
DC.) 


MC 127539 (Sub-68F), filed June 14, 
1978. Applicant: PARKER REFRIG- 
ERATED SERVICE, INC., 1108 54th 
Avenue East, Tacoma, WA 98424. Rep- 
resentative: Michael B. Crutcher, 2000 
IBM Building, Seattle, WA 98101. Au- 
thority granted to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Such merchandise as is dealt in by gro- 
cery and food business houses, (except 
commodities in bulk, in tank vehicles), 
in vehicles equipped with mechanical 
refrigeration, (1) from the facilities of 


Kraft, Inc., at or near Pocatello, ID, to : 
points in AZ, CA, MT, NM, NV, OR, ° 
TX, UT, and WA, and (2) from points | 
in AZ, CA, MT, UT, and WA, to the fa- ; 


cilities of Kraft, Inc., at or near Poca- 
tello, ID, restricted to the transporta- 
tion of traffic originating at the indi- 


cated origins and destined to the indi- ! 
(Hearing _ site: 


cated destinations. 
Boise, ID, or Sait Lake City, UT.) 


MC 128409 (Sub-5F), filed June 16, 
1978. Applicant: HAROLD A. 
MILLER, Box 623, Moorhead, MN 
56560. Representative: Richard P. An- 
derson, 502 First National Bank Build- 
ing, Fargo, ND 58102. Authority grant- 
ed to operate as a contract carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Sugar, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, from Hillsboro and 
Drayton, ND, and East Grand Forks, 
Chaska, Renville, Moorhead, and 
Crookston, MN, to points in MN, IA, 
WI, and IL; and (2) materials and sup- 
plies used by sugar beet processing 
plants, between those points in ND on 
and east of ND Hwy 18, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in MN, 
under continuing contract(s) with 
American Crystal Sugar Co., of Moor- 
head, MN. (Hearing’site: Fargo, ND or 
Minneapolis-St. Paul, MN.) 


MC 133689 (Sub-205F), filed June 16, 
1978. Applicant: Overland Express, 


Inc., 719 First Street SW., New Brigh- 


ton, MN 55112. Representative: Robert 
P. Sack, P.O. Box 6010, West St. Paul, 
MN 55118. Authority granted to oper- 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Heat exchangers, and equipment, 
materials, and supplies used in the 
manufacture of heat exchangers, be- 
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tween Cloquet, McGregor, and St. 
Paul, MN, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in AL, AR, CT, DE, 
FL, GA, IL, IN, IA, KS, KY, ME, MD, 
MA, MI, MS, MO, NE, NH, NJ, NY, 
NC, OH, PA, RI, SC, TN, VT, VA, WV, 
WI, and DC. (Hearing site: St. Paul, 
MN.) 


MC 133689 (Sub-206F), filed June 16, 
1978. Applicant: OVERLAND EX- 
- PRESS, INC., 719 First Street SW., 
New Brighton, MN 55112. Representa- 
tive: Robert P. Sack, P.O. Box 6010, 
West St. Paul, MN 55118. Authority 
granted to operate as a common carri- 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Automobile 
ramps, automobile jack stands, and 
automobile accessories, from Chelsea, 
MA, to points in GA, IL, IN, IA, MI, 
MN, NE, ND, SD, and WI. (Hearing 
site: St. Paul, MN.) 


MC 134477 (Sub-241F), filed May 30, 
1978. Applicant: SCHANNO TRANS- 
PORTATION, INC., 5 West Mendota 
Road, West St. Paul, MN 55118. Rep- 
resentative: Robert P. Sack, 33 East 
Wentworth, West St. Paul, MN 55118. 
Authority granted to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Such commodities as are dealt in by 
retail department stores (except food- 
stuffs and commodities in bulk), from 
points in GA, NC, and SC, to points in 
MN, restricted to the transportation 
of traffic originating at the indicated 
origins and destined to the indicated 
destination State. (Hearing site: Min- 
neapolis, MN.) 


MC 136247 (Sub-16F), filed June 7, 
1978. Applicant: WRIGHT TRUCK- 
ING, INC., P.O. Box 346, Jamestown, 
ND 58401. Representative: Richard P. 
Anderson, 502 First National Bank 
Building, Fargo, ND 58102. Authority 
granted to operate as a common carri- 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Building mainte- 
nance and janitorial equipment and 
supplies (except commodities in bulk, 
in tank vehicles), between the facili- 
ties of Team Laboratory Chemical 
Corp., at or near Bismarck, ND, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
the United States (except AK, HI, and 
ND), restricted to the transportation 
of traffic originating at or destined to 
the named facilities. (Hearing site: Bis- 
marck or Fargo, ND.) 


MC 138438 (Sub-26F), filed June 16, 
1978. Applicant: D. M. BOWMAN, 
INC., Route 2, Box 43Al, William- 
sport, MD 21795. Representative: 
Edward N. Button, 1329 Pennsylvania 
Avenue, P.O. Box 1417, Hagerstown, 
MD 21740. Authority granted to oper- 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Plastic pipe, fittings, valves, and 
hydrants from the facilities of Clow 
Corp., at or near Buckhannon, WV, to 


NOTICES 


points in VA, MD, DE, NJ, PA, CT, 
VT, RI, MA, NY, NH, ME, and DC. 
(Hearing site: Chicago, IL.) 


Notre.—Dual operations are involved. 


MC 138875 (Sub-90F), filed June 9, 
1978. Applicant: SHOEMAKER 
TRUCKING CO., a corporation, 11900 
Franklin Road, Boise, ID 83705. Rep- 
resentative: F. L. Sigloh, 11900 Frank- 
lin Road, Boise, ID 83705. Authority 
granted to operate as a common carvi- 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Door hardware 
and accessories, from the facilities of 
J. G. Schmidt, Inc., in Green Brook 
Township, NJ, to points in AZ, CA, 
CO, ID, MT, NV, OR, UT, WA, and 
WY. (Hearing site: Washington, DC.) 


MC 139269 (Sub-14F), filed June 6, 
1978. Applicant: C. P. CRASKA, INC., 
10422 Cosby Manor Road, Utica, NY 
13502. Representative: Murray J. S. 
Kirshtein, 118 Bleecker Street, Utica, 
NY 13501. Authority granted to oper- 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over irregualr routes, transport- 
ing: Frozen foods, (except in bulk), 
from the facilities of General Foods 
Corp., at Avon, NY, to points in CT, 
MA, ME, NH, and RI, restricted to the 
transportation of traffic originating at 
the named origin facilites and destined 
to the indicated destinations. (Hearing 
site: New York or Rochester, NY.) 


MC 140033 (Sub-54F), filed June 6, 
1978. Applicant: COX REFRIGERAT- 
ED EXPRESS, INC., 10606 Goodnight 
Lane, Dallas, TX 75220. Representa- 
tive: E. Larry Wells, Suite 1125, Ex- 
change Park, P.O. Box 45538, Dallas, 
TX 75245. Authority granted to oper- 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Building and roofing materials, 
from Mobile, AL, to points in Harris 
County, TX. (Hearing site: Houston, 
TX.) 


Note.—Dual operations are involved. 


MC 141358 (Sub-2F), filed June 19, 
1978. Applicant: S&M CORP., 14 
Middletown Avenue, North Haven, CT 
06473. Representative: Arthur Liber- 
stein, P.O. Box 1409, 167 Fairfield 
Road, Fairfield, NJ 07006. Authority 
granted to operate as a contract carri- 
er, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Such commod- 
ities as are dealt in by retail depart- 
ment stores, between points in CT, 
ME, MD, MA, NH, NJ, NY, OH, PA, 
RI, and VT, under continuing 
contract(s) with Giltex, Inc., of North 
Haven, CT. (Hearing site: North 
Haven, CT.) ‘ 


MC 141532 (Sub-23F), filed June 14, 
1978. Applicant: PACIFIC STATES 
TRANSPORT, INC., 35433 16th 
Avenue South, Federal Way, WA 
98003. Representative: Miles L. Ka- 
valler, 315 South Beverly Drive, Suite 
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315, Beverly Hills, CA 90212. Authori- 
ty granted to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu- 
lar routes, transporting: Plastic pipe 
and plastic pipe fittings, from points 
in CA, to points in AZ, CO, ID, KS, 
MT, NE, NV, NM, ND, OK, OR, SD, 
TX, UT, WA, and WY. (Hearing site: 
Los Angeles, CA.) 


MC 142062 (Sub-13F), filed June 5, 
1978. Applicant: VICTORY 
FREIGHTWAY SYSTEM , INC., P.O. 
Box 62, Sellerburg, IN 47172. Repre- 
sentative: William P. Jackson, Jr., 3426 
North Washington Boulevard, P.O. 
Box 1240, Arlington, VA 22210. Au- 


thority granted to operate as a con- 


tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir- 
regular routes, transporting: Such 
commodities as are manufactured or 
distributed by a manufacturer of alu- 
minum and aluminum products, from 
the facilities of Reynolds Metals Co., 
at or near Louisville, KY, to those 
points in the United States in and west 
of MN, IA, MO, AR, and MS (except 
CA, OR, TX, WA, AK, and HI) under 
continuing contract(s) with Reynolds 
Metals Co., of Louisville, KY. (Hearing 
site: Louisville, KY.) 


MC 142263 (Sub-1F), filed June 5, 
1978. Applicant: 
TRUCKING, LTD., a _ corporation, 
P.O. Box 152, Meteghan, Digby 
County, NS, Canada BOW 2JO. Rep- 
resentative: James E. Mahoney, 84 
State Street, Boston, MA 02109. Au- 
thority granted to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Rags, (1) from points in CT and MA, 
to Portland, ME, restricted to the 
transportation of traffic having an im- 
mediately prior movement by water, 
and (2) from points in CT and MA, to 
the ports of entry on the international 
boundary line between the United 
States and Canada, at or near Calais 
and Houlton, ME. Condition: (1) Prior 
receipt from applicant of an affidavit 
setting forth its appropriate comple- 
mentary Canadian authority or ex- 
plaining why no such Canadian au- 
thority is necessary, (2) the person or 
persons which appear to be engaged in 
common control must either file an 
application under section 5(2) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act or submit an 
affidavit indicating why such approval 
is unnecessary. (Hearing site: Boston, 
MA, or Portland, ME.) 


Note.—Some of the restriction and condi- 
tions contained in the grant of authority in 
this proceeding are phrased in accordance 
with the policy statement entitled notice to 
interested parties of new requirements con- 
cerning applications for operating authority 
to handle traffic to and from points in 
Canada published in the FrepEeraL REGISTER 
on December 5, 1974, and supplemented on 
November 18, 1975. The Commission is pres- 
ently considering whether the policy state- 
ment should be modified and is in communi- 
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cation with appropriate officials of the 
Provinces of AB, SK, and MB regarding this 
issue. If the policy statement is changed, ap- 
propriate notice will appear in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER and the Commission will consider 
all restrictions or conditions which were im- 
posed pursuant to the prior policy state- 
ment, regardless of when the condition or 
restriction was imposed, as being null and 
void and having no force or effect. 


MC 142753 (Sub-1F), filed May 15, 
1978. Applicant: D. A. D. TRANS- 
PORT CORP., 3832 New Cummings 
Road, Chattanooga, TN 37409. Repre- 
sentative: Daniel O. Hands, Suite 200, 
205 West Toughy Avenue, Park Ridge, 
IL 60068. Authority granted to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Such commodities as are dealt in by 
grocery and food business houses, dis- 
count department stores, and chain 
drugstores (except frozen foods and 
commodities in bulk), between the fa- 
cilities of Kitchen Fresh, Inc., at Chat- 
tanooga, TN, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the United States 
(except AK, HI, and TN), under con- 
tinuing contract(s) with Kitchen 
Fresh, Inc., of Chattanooga, TN. 
(Hearing site: Chattanooga, TN, or At- 
lanta, GA.) 


MC 143059 (Sub-16F), filed June 14, 
1978. Applicant: MERCER TRANS- 
PORTATION CO. a corporation, P.O. 
Box 11129, Louisville, KY 40211. Rep- 
resentative: Clayte Binion, 1108 Conti- 
nental Life Building, Fort Worth, TX 
76102. Authority granted to operate as 
a@ common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
bentonite clay (except in bulk), and 
Lignite coal, from points in Crook 
County, WY, and Phillips County, 
MT, to points in the United States 
(except AK and HI); (2) bentonite clay 
(except in bulk), from points in Big 
Horn County, WY, to Points in AR, 
CA, LA, NM, OK, and TX; and (3) lig- 
nite coal, from points in Bowman 
County, ND, to points in AR, CA, LA, 
NM, OK, and TX, restricted in (1), (2), 
and (3) above to the transporation of 
traffic originating at the facilities of 
American Colloid Co. in the above- 
named counties. (Hearing site: Chica- 
go, IL, or Washington, DC.) 


MC 143568 (Sub-3F), filed June 16, 
1978. Applicant: SIMMONS TRUCK- 
ING, INC., P.O. Box 71, Glenwood, 
MO 63541. Representative: Frank W. 
Taylor, Jr., Suite 600, 1221 Baltimore 
Avenue, Kansas City, MO 64105. Au- 
thority granted to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Sand, gravel, and limestone, from the 
facilities of Kaser Construction Co., in 
Clark and Scotland Counties, MO, to 
points in IA and IL. (Hearing site: Des 
Moines, IA, or Kansas City, MO.) 


MC 143775 (Sub-5F), filed June 1, 
1978. Applicant: PAUL YATES, INC., 
6601 West Orangewood, Glendale, AZ 
85301. Representative: Charles E. 
Creager, 1329 Pennsylvania Avenue, 
P.O. Box 1417, Hagerstown, MD 21740. 
Authority granted to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Drugs, toilet articles, and health aids, 
and (2) materials, equipment, and sup- 
plies used in the distribution of the 
commodities named in (1) above, be- 
tween Allegan, MI, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the United 
States (except AK, HI, and Mz). 
(Hearing site: Washington, DC.) 


Norte.—Dual operations are involved. 


MC 143917 (Sub-3F), filed June 7, 
1978. Applicant: SAM YOUNG, INC., 
P.O. Box 76, R.R. 1, Wolcott, IN 47995. 
Representative: Donald W. Smith, 
P.O. Box 40659, Indianapolis, IN 
46240. Authority granted to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Foodstuffs, from the facilities of Grif- 
fith Laboratories U.S.A., Inc., at (a) 
Union City and Los Angeles, CA, (b) 
Remington, IN, (c) Alsip and Chicago, 
IL, (d) Lithonia, GA, (e) Union, NJ, 
and (f) Maryland, TN, to points in the 
United States (except AK and HI); 
and (2) materials and supplies used in 
the manufacture of foodstuffs, from 
points in the United States (except 
AK and HI), to the origin facilities 
named in (1) above, under continuing 
contract(s) with Griffith Laboratories 
US.A., Inc., of Alsip, IL. (Hearing site: 
Chicago, IL.) 


MC 144122 (Sub-12F), filed June 5, 
1978. Applicant: CARRETTA TRUCK- 
ING, INC., South 160 Route 17 North, 
Paramus, NJ 07652. Representative: 
Joseph Carretta (same address as ap- 
plicant). Authority granted to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Staples and staple guns, from the fa- 
cilities of Arrow Fastener Co., Inc., at 
Saddle Brook, NJ, to Little Rock, AR, 
and points in OK, LA, and TX, re- 

.Stricted to the transportation of traf- 
fic originating at the named origin fa- 
cilities and destined to the indicated 
destinations. (Hearing site: New York, 
NY, or Washington, DC. 


_ Note.—Dual operations are involved. 


MC 144122 (Sub-13F). filed June 5, 
1978. Applicant: CARRETTA TRUCK- 
ING, INC., South 160 Route 17 North, 
Paramus, NJ 07652. Representative: 
Joseph Carretta (same address as ap- 
plicant). Authority granted to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Staples and staple guns, from the fa- 
cilities of Arrow Fastener Co., Inc., at 
Saddle Brook, NJ to Reno, NV, Salt 
Lake City, UT, Denver, CO, Phoenix 


and Tucson, AZ, and points in CA, OR, 
and WA, restricted to the transporta- 
tion of traffic originating at the 
named origins and destined to the in- 
dicated destinations. (Hearing site: 
New York, NY, or Washington, DC.) 


NotTe.—Dual operations are involved. 


MC 144122 (Sub-15F), filed June 5, 
1978. Applicant: CARRETTA TRUCK- 
ING, INC., South 160 Route 17 North, 
Paramus, NJ 07652. Representative: 
Joseph Carretta (same address as ap- 
plicant). Authority granted to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Staples and staple guns, from the fa- 
cilities of Arrow Fastener Co., Inc., at 
Saddle Brook, NJ, to Wilkesboro, 
Charlotte, Greenville, and Greens- 
boro, NC, Atlanta and Conyers, GA, 
Pelham, Montgomery, and Birming- 
ham, AL, Nashville, Memphis, Knox- 
ville, and Chattanooga, TN, Jackson- 
ville, Orlando, Tampa, St. Petersburg, 
and Miami, FL, and Columbia, SC, re- 
stricted to the transportation of origi- 
nating at the named origins and des- 
tined to the indicated destinations, 
(Hearing site: New York, NY, or Wash- 
ington, DC.) 


Note.—Dual operations are involved. 


MC 144821F, filed May 30, 1978. Ap- 
plicant: FREEDOM FREIGHTWAYS, 
INC., 9060 Latty Avenue, St. Louis, 
MO 63134. Representative: Ernest A. 
Brooks II, 1301 Ambassador Building, 
St Louis, MO 63101. Authority granted 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Such commodities as are dealt in or 
used by retail filling stations and 
automobile service centers (except 
commodities in bulk), from Compton, 
Ca, Grand Prairie, TX, Ferndale, MI, 
Hazelwood, MO, Bedford Heights, OH, 
Mount Laurel, NJ, Tampa, FL, Denver 
CO, Minneapolis, MN, Jackson, MS, 
Des Moines, IA, Madison, WI, New Or- 
leans, LA, Atlanta, GA, Dothan and 
Birmingham, AL, and Florence and 
Rock Hill, SC, to points in the United 
States (except AK and HI). (Hearing 
site: Washington, DC.) 


MC 144823 (Sub-1F), filed June 1, 
1978. Applicant: B & K TRUCKING, 
INC., 6623 West Kimberly Road, Dav- 
enport, IA 52804. Representative: 
James M. Hodge, 1980 Financial 
Center, Des Moines, IA 5030S. Author- 
ity granted to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu- 
lar routes, transporting: Such com- 
modities as are dealt in by grocery and 
food business houses, from the facili- 
ties of Ralston Purina Co., at or near 
Clinton, IA, to Hazelwood, Bridgeton, 
and St. Louis, MO, under continuing 
contract(s) with Ralston Purina Co., 
of St. Louis, MO. (Hearing site: Chica- 
go, IL, or St. Louis, MO.) 
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MC 144867 (Sub-1F), filed June 8, 
1978. Applicant: R & J TRANSPORT, 
INC., 1612 Iris Drive, Manitowoc, WI 
54220. Representative: Michael J. 
Wyngaard, 150 East Gilman Street, 
Madison, WI 53703. Authority granted 
to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Papermaking machin- 
ery, and equipment, parts, and acces- 
sories for papermaking machinery, be- 
tween Neenah, WI, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the United 
States (except AK and HI). (Hearing 
site: Milwaukee or Madison, WI.) 


MC 144888 (Sub-2F), filed June 14, 
1978. Applicant: BIL-RIC TRANS- 
PORT SYSTEMS, INC., 92 East Main 
Street, Sommerville, NJ 08876. Repre- 
sentative: Joel J. Nagel, 19 Back Drive, 
Edison, NJ 08817. Authority granted 
to operate as a contract carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Sodium bicarbonate, 
sodium carbonate, and _ cleaning, 
scouring, and washing compounds 
(except commodites in bulk), from the 
facilities of Church and Dwight Co., 
Inc., at or near Syracuse, NY, to points 
in AL, FL, GA, KY, LA, MS, NC, SC, 
TN, VA, and WV, under continuing 
contract(s) with Church & Dwight 
Co., Inc., of Piscataway, NJ. (Hearing 
site: Newark, NJ, or New York, NY.) 


MC 144908F, filed June 16, 1978. Ap- 
plicant: ZENITH TRANSPORT, LTD., 
2131 Willingdon Avenue, Burnaby, 
British Columbia, Canada V5C 5J4. 
Representative: George R. LaBisson- 
iere, 1100 Norton Building, Seattle, 
WA 98104. Authority granted to oper- 
ate as a contract carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Wire and nails, between the ports 
of entry on the international bound- 
ary line between the United States 
and Canada at or near Blaine, Lynden, 
and Sumas, WA, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in CA, OR, and 
WA, restricted to the transportation 
of traffic originating at or destined to 
points in British Columbia, Canada, 
under continuing contract(s) with 
Three Island Steel Co., Ltd., of New 
Westminister, British Columbia, 
Canada. Condition: Prior receipt from 
applicant of an affidavit setting forth 
its complementary Canadian authority 
or explaining why no such Canadian 
authority is necessary. (Hearing site: 
Seattle, WA.) 


Nore.—(1) The restriction and conditions 
contained in the grant of authority in this 
proceeding are phrased in accordance with 
the policy statement entitled “Notice to In- 
terested parties of New Requirements Con- 
cerning Applications for Operating Authori- 
ty to Handle Traffic to and From Points in 
Canada” published in the FEDERAL REGISTER 
on December 5, 1974, and supplemented on 
November 18, 1975. The Commission is pres- 
ently considering whether the policy state- 
ment should be modified, and is in commu- 


NOTICES 


nication with appropriate officials of the 
Provinces of Alberta, Saskatchewan, and 
Manitoba regarding this issue. If the policy 
statement is changed, appropriate notice 
will appear in the FepERAL REGISTER and the 
Commission will consider all restrictions or 
conditions which were imposed pursuant to 
the prior policy statement, regardless of 
when the condition or restriction was im- 
posed, as being null and void and having no 
force or effect. (2) Dual operations may be 
involved. 


MC 144908 (Sub-1F), filed June 16, 
1978. Applicant: ZENITH TRANS- 
PORT, LTD., 2131 Willingdon Avenue, 
Burnaby, British Columbia Canada 
V5C 5J4. Representative: George R. 
LaBissoniere, 1100 Norton Building, 
Seattle, WA 98104. Authority granted 
to operate as a contractor carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Sugar syrup, in contain- 
ers, between the ports of entry on the. 
international boundary line between 
the United States and Canada at or 
near Blaine, Lynden, and Sumas, WA, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in CA, OR, and WA, restricted 
to the transportation of traffic origi- 
nating at or destined to points in Brit- 
ish Columbia, Canada, under continu- 
ing contract(s) with British Columbia 
Sugar Refining Co., Ltd., of Vancou- 
ver, British Columbia, Canada. Condi- 
tion: Prior receipt from applicant of 
an affidavit setting forth its comple- 
mentary Canadian authority or ex- 
plaining why no such Canadian au- 
thority is necessary. (Hearing site: Se- 
attle, WA.) 


Nore.—(1) The restriction and conditions 
contained in the grant of authority in this 
proceeding are phrased in accordance with 
the policy statement entitled “Notice to In- 
terested Parties of New Requirements Con- 
cerning Applications for Operating Authori- 
ty to Handle Traffic to and From Points in 
Canada” published in the FepERAL REGISTER 
on December 5, 1974, and supplemented on 
November 18, 1975. TheyCommission is pres- 
ently considering whether the policy state- 
ment should be modified, and is in commu- 
nication with appropriate officials of the 
Provinces of Alberta, Saskatchewan, and 
Manitoba regarding this issue. If the policy 
statement is changed, appropriate notice 
will appear in the FepERAL REGISTER and the 
Commission will consider all restrictions or 
conditions which were imposed pursuant to 
the prior policy statement, regardless of 
when the condition or restriction was im- 
posed, as being null and void and having no 
force or effect. (2) Dual operations may be 
involved. 


PASSENGER AUTHORITY 


MC 98713 (Sub-7F), filed May 30, 
1978. Applicant: ORANGE BELT 
STAGES, a corporation, 525 East Ace- 
quia, Visalia, CA 93277. Representa- 
tive: Frank S. Bayley, Three Embarca- 
dero Center, Suite 2300, San Francis- 
co, CA 94111. Authority granted to op- 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 


*Mechanical designations “XMI’ 
“XMIH” added. 
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porting: Passengers and their baggage, 
in the same vehicles with passengers, 
in round-trip charter and special oper- 
ations, beginning and ending at Bur- 
rell, Coalinga, Huron, Kingsbury, 
Lanare, Orange Cove, Parlier, Reed- 
ley, Riverdale, San Joaquin, and 
Selma, CA, and points in Tulare, 
Kings, Kern, and San Luis Obispo 
Counties, CA, and extending to points 
in the United States (including AK, 
but excluding CA and HI). (Hearing 
site: Visalia or Fresno, CA.) 


(FR Doc. 78-21577 Filed 8-7-78;.8:45 am] 


[7035-01] 


(Ex Parte No. 241, Rule 19: 12th Rev. 
Exemption No. 128] 


ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RAILROAD 
Co., ET AL 


Exemption Under Mandatory Car Service Rules 


TO: The Atchison, Topeka & Santa 
Fe Railroad Co.; Chicago, Milwaukee, « 
St. Paul & Pacific Railroad Co.; Chica- 
go, Rock Island & Pacific Railroad 
Co.; Consolidated Rail Corp.; Illinois 
Central Gulf Railroad Co.; Louisville 
& Nashvile Railroad Co.; Missouri-Illi- . 
nois Railroad Co.; Missouri Pacific 
Railroad Co.; Seaboard Coast Line 
Railroad Co. 

It appearing, That the railroads 
have mutually agreed to the use of © 
each other’s empty plain cars having 
mechanical designations “ie; 
*“XMI”’, *“XMIH”, “FM’-less than 
200,000 lbs., “GA”, “GB”, “GD”, 
“GH”, and “GS” and bearing report- 
ing marks assigned to such carriers. 

It further appearing, That these rail- 
roads have mutually agreed to partici- | 
pate in an Expanded Clearinghouse 
Project in which each road will treat . 
the cars of the other roads as system 
cars, with the Car Service Division of | 
the AAR acting as agent. 

It is ordered, That pursuant to the 
authority vested in me by Car Service ° 
Rule 19, empty plain cars described in | 
the Official Railway Register, I.C.C.- ; 
R.E.R. No. 407, issued hy W. J. Trezise, : 
or successive issues thereof, as having ‘| 
mechanical designations “XM”, 
*“XMI”, *“XMIH”, “FM”-less than 
200,000 Ibs., “GA”, “GB”, “GD”, 
“GH”, and “GS” and bearing the fol- 
lowing reporting marks are exempt 
from the provisions of Car Service 
Rules 1 and 2, while on the lines of 
any of the railroads named below: 


The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rail- 
road Co. Reporting Marks: ATSF Effective 
August 22, 1976. 

Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific 
Railroad Co. Reporting Marks: MILW Ef- 
fective July 15, 1976. 

Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railroad 
Co. Reporting Marks: RI-ROCK Effective 
September 12, 1976. 


and 
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Consolidated Rail Corp. Reporting Marks: 
BCK-CNJ-CR-DL&W-EL-ERIE-LV-NH- 
NYC-PAE-PC-PRR-RDG-TOC. Effective 
November 6, 1977. 

Illinois Central Gulf Railroad Co. Report- 
ing Marks: ICG-GM&O-IC. Effective 
August 22, 1976. 

Louisville & Nashville Railroad Co. Re- 
porting Marks: L&N-CIL-MON-NC. Effec- 
tive August 15, 1976. 

Missouri-Illinois Railroad Co. Reporting 
Marks: MI. Effective July 15, 1976. 

Missouri Pacific Railroad Co. Reporting 
Marks: MP-C&EI-KO&G-T&P. Effective 
July 15, 1976. 

Seaboard Coast Line Railroad Co. Report- 
ing Marks: SCL-ACL-C&WC-SAL. Effective 
August 15, 1976. 


It is further ordered, That this order 
will become effective for specific own- 
erships on dates to be set by the Car 
Service Division as each road is phased 
into the Project participants, and to 
advise the undersigned. 

Effective 12:01 a.m., July 29, 1978, 
and continuing in effect until further 
order of this Commission. 


Issued at Washington, D. C., July 17, 
1978. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
CoMMISSION, 
JOEL E. BuRNs, 
Agent. 


{FR Doc. 78-22046 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[7035-01] 


{Ex Parte No. 241, Rule 19; 32nd Rev. 
Exemption No. 12] 


ATLANTIC AND WESTERN RAILWAY, ET AL. 
Exemption Under Mandatory Car Service Rules 


To all railroads: It appearing, That 
the railroads named herein own nu- 
merous plain boxcars; that under pres- 
ent conditions there is virtually no 
demand for these cars on the lines of 
the car owners; that return of these 
cars to the car owners would result in 
their being stored idle on these lines; 
that such cars can be used by other 
carriers for transporting traffic of- 
fered for shipments to points remote 
from the car owners; and that compli- 
ance with Car Service Rules 1 and 2 
prevents such use of plain boxcars 
owned by the railroads listed herein, 
resulting in unnecessary loss of utiliza- 
tion of such cars. 

It is ordered, That pursuant to the 
authority vested in me by Car Service 
Rule 19, plain boxcars described in the 
Official Railway Equipment Register, 
ICC-R.E.R. No. 408, issued by W. J. 
Trezise, or successive issues thereof, as 
having mechanical designation “XM” 
and bearing reporting marks assignea 
to the railroads named below, shall be 
exempt from the provisions of Car 
Service Rules 1(a), 2(a), and 2(b). (See 
note.) 


NOTICES 


Atlantic and Western Ry. 
Reporting Marks: ATW. 

Chicago & Illinois Midland Railway Co. 
Reporting Marks: CIM. 

Fonda, Johnstown and Gloversville Rail- 

road Co. 

Reporting Marks: FJG. 

Hartford and Slocomb Railroad Co. 
Reporting Marks: HS. 

Hillsdale County Railway Company Inc. 
Reporting Marks: HCRC. 

Maryland and Pennsylvania Railroad Co. 
Reporting Marks: MPA. 

Pickens Railroad Co. 
Reporting Marks: PICK. 

Roscoe, Snyder and Pacific Railway Co. 
Reporting Marks: RSP. 

Wellsville, Addison & Galeton Railroad 


Corp. 
Reporting Marks: WAG. 


Effective August 1, 1978, and con- 
tinuing in effect until further order of 
this Commission. 


Issued at Washington, D.C., July 26, 
1978. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
CoMMISSION, 
JOEL E. BuRNS, 
Agent. 
XXX Louisiana Midland Railway Compa- 
ny deleted. 
Note.—Does not include boxcars with me- 
chanical designation ““XMI’’. 
(FR Doc. 78-22044 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[7035-01] 


(Rev. Service Order No. 1252; ICC Order 
No. 62, Amdt. No. 1] 


CHESAPEAKE AND OHIO RAILWAY CO. 


Rerouting Traffic 


To all railroads: Upon further con- 
sideration of ICC Order No. 62 (The 
Chesapeake and Ohio Railway Co.) 
and good cause appearing therefor: 


It is ordered, ICC Order No. 62:is 
amended by substituting the following 
paragraph (g) for paragraph (g) there- 
of: 

(g) Expiration date. This order shall 
expire at 11:59 p.m., August 14, 1978, 
unless otherwise modified, changed, or 
suspended. 

Effective date. This order shall 
become effective at 11:59 p.m., July 31, 
1978. 


This amendment shall be served 
upon the Association of American 
Railroads, Car Service Division, as 
agent of all railroads subscribing to 
the car service and car hire agreement 
under the terms of that agreement, 
and upon the American Short Line 
Railroad Association. a copy of this 
amendment shall be filed with the Di- 
rector, Office of the Federal Register. 


Issued at Washington, D.C., July 26, 
1978. 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
CoMMISSION, 
JOEL E. Burns, Agent. 


LFR Doc. 78-22042 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am) 
[7035-01] 


{Corrected Service Order No. 1304; 
Exception No. 8] 
CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORP. 

; Decision 

Decided: August 1, 1978. 

The Consolidated Rail Corp. (CR) 
owns 5,213 jumbo covered hopper cars 
subject to Corrected Service Order No. 
1304. On July 1, 1978, 1,036, or 19.9 
percent of these cars were being used 
in unit-grain-train services, 3,104 for 
general grain traffic and 1,073 for 
transporting commodities other than 
grain. 

On July 26, 1978, CR reported that 
it had a surplus of jumbo covered 
hopper cars available for general grain 
traffic but that because of the provi- | 
sions of Corrected Service Order No. 
1304 limiting to twenty percent (20 
percent) of ownership the number of 
jumbo covered hopper cars it may use 
in unit-grain-train services, it is unable 
to furnish an additional one-hundred- 
car unit-grain-train requested by one 
of its shippers and that it is unable to 
substitute thirty-three (33) of its own 
cars for a like number of private cars 
in an existing unit-grain-train in order 
to release these private cars for 
needed maintenance. Use by CR of an 
additional one hundred thirty-three 
(133) of its cars in unit-grain-train 
service will not impair its ability to 
furnish jumbo covered hopper cars to 
general grain shippers at the present 
level of orders for these cars. 

It is ordered, Pursuant to the au- 
thority vested in the Railroad Service 
Board by Section (a)(6) of Corrected 
Service Order No. 1304, the Consoli- 
dated Rail Corp. (CR) is authorized to 
place an additional one hundred 
thirty-three (133) jumbo. covered 
hopper cars in unit-grain-train service 
regardless of the provisions of section 
(a)(5) of this order. 

By the Railroad Service Board, 
members Joel E. Burns, Robert S. 
Turkington, and John R. Michael. 
Member John R. Michael not partici- 
pating. 


Effective: August 1, 1978. 


Expires: September 30, 1978. 


JOEL E. BuRNs, 
Chairman, Railroad 
Service Board. 
{FR Doc. 78-22045 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 
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[7035-01] 
{Revised Service Order No. 1252; ICC Order 
No. 65] 


CP RAN 
Rerouting Traffic 


To all Railroads: In the opinion of 
Joel E. Burns, Agent, CP Rail is 
unable to transport promptly traffic 
requiring movement between Detroit, 
Mich., and Windsor, Ontario, via the 
car ferry operated by the Norfolk and 
Westen Railway Co. (NW) and used by 
CP Rail, because of a strike of employ- 
ees of NW. 

It is ordered, (a) CP Rail being 
unable to transport traffic requiring 
movement between Detroit, Mich., and 
Windsor, Ontario, via the car ferry op- 
erated by the NW and used by CP 
Rail, because of a strike of employees 
of NW, CP Rail is authorized to divert 
or reroute such traffic via any availabe 
route to expedite the movement. Traf- 
fic necessarily diverted by authority of 
this order shall be rerouted so as to 
preserve as nearly as possible the par- 
ticipation and revenues of other carri- 
ers provided in the original routing. 

(b) Concurrence of receiving roads to 
be obtained The railroad rerouting 
cars in accordance with this order 
shall receive the concurrence of other 
railroads to which such traffic is to be 
diverted or rerouted, before the rer- 
outing or diversion is ordered. 

(c) Notification to shippers. Each 
carrier rerouting cars in accordance 
with this order, shall notify each ship- 
per at the time each shipment is rer- 
outed or diverted and shall furnish to 
such shipper the new routing provided 
under this order. 

(d) Inasmuch as the diversion or rer- 
outing of traffic is deemed to be due to 
carrier disability, the rates applicable 
to traffic diverted or rerouted by said 
agent shall be the rates: which were 
applicable at the time of shipment on 
the. shipments as originally routed. 

(e) In executing the directions of the 
Commission and of such agent pro- 
vided for in this order, the common 
carriers involved shall proceed even 
though no contracts, agreements, or 
arrangemts now exist between them 
with reference to the divisions of the 
rates of transportation applicable to 
said traffic. Divisions shall be duing 
the time this order remains in force, 
those voulntarily agreed upon by and 
between said carriers; or upon failure 
of the carriers to so agree, said divi- 
sions shall be those hereafter fixed by 
the Commission in accordance with 
pertinent authority conferred upon it 
by the Interstate Commerce Act. 

(f) Effective date. This order shall 
become effective at 10:45 p.m., July 25, 
1978. 

(g) Expiration date. This order shall 
expire at 11:59 p.m., August 4, 1978, 


NOTICES 


unless otherwise modified, changed, or 
suspended. 

This order shall be served upon the 
Association of American Railroads, 
Car Service Division, as agent of all 
railroads subscribing to the car service 
an car hire agreement under the terms 


of that agreement, and upon thew 


American Short Line Railroad Associ- 
ation. A copy of this order shall be 
filed with the Director, Office of the 
Federal Register. 


Issued at Washington, D.C., July 25, 


_ 1978. 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
CommMISssSION, 
JOEL E. Burns, 
Agent. 
{FR Doc. 78-22043 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[7035-01] 
FOURTH SECTION APPLICATIONS FOR RELIEF 


Aucust 3, 1978. 

This application for long-and-short- 
haul relief has been filed with the 
ICC. 

Protests are due at the ICC within 
15 days from the date of publication of 
this notice. 

FSA No. 43592, Southwestern 
Freight Bureau, Agent’s No. B-765, 
rates on beet or cane sugar, from ori- 
gins in Minnesota and North Dakota, 
to Fort Smith, Ark., in Supplement 
264 to its Tariff 45-F, ICC 5010, to 
become effective August 30, 1978. 
Grounds for relief—market competi- 
tion. 


By the Commission. 


H. G. Homme, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 


{FR Doc. 78-22041 Filed 8-17-78; 8:45 am] 


[7035-01] 
{Notice No. 137] 


MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY AUTHORITY 
APPLICATIONS 


AucustT 8, 1978. 


The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority 
under section 210a(a) of the Interstate 
Commerce Act provided for under the 
provisions of 49 CFR 1131.3. These 
rules provide that an original and six 
(6) copies of protests to an application 
may be filed with the field official 
named in the FEDERAL REGISTER publi- 
catiox: no later than the 15th calendar 
day after the date the notice of the 
filing of the application is published in 
the FEDERAL REGISTER. One copy of the 
protest must be served on the appli- 
cant, or its authorized representative, 
if any, and the protestant must certify 
that such service has been made. The 
protest must identify the operating 
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authority upon which it is predicated, 
specifying the “MC” docket and “Sub” 
number and quoting the particular 
portion of authority upon which it 
relies. Also, the protestant shall speci- 
fy the service it can and will provide 
and the amount and type of equip- 
ment it will make available for use in 
connection with the service contem- 
plated by the TA application. The 
weight accorded a protest shall be gov- 
erned by the completeness and perti- 
nence of the protestant’s information. 

Except as otherwise _ specifically 
noted, each applicant states that there 
will be no significant effect on the 
quality of the human environment re- 
sulting from approval of its applica- 
tion. 

A cony of the application is on file, 
and can be examined at the Office of 
the Secretary, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C., and 
also in the ICC Field Office to which 
protests are to be transmitted. 


MoToR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 


MC 5227 (Sub-39 TA), filed June 14, 
1978. Applicant: ECKLEY TRUCK- 
ING, INC., P.O. Box 201, Mead, NE 
68041. Representative: Gailyn L. 
Larsen, Peterson, Bowman, Larsen & 
Swanson, 521 South 14th Street, P.O. 
Box 81849, Lincoln, NE 68501. Author- 
ity sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu- 
lar routes, transporting: Iron and steel 
articles, (1) from Chicago, IL, and 
points in its commercial zone, to 
points in the States of AR, MO, NE, 
KS, KY, MN, and CO; (2) from Jersey 
City, NJ, and points in its commercial 
zone, to points in the States of AR, 
LA, TN, and TX; (3) from Canonsburg, 
PA, and points in its commercial zone, 
to points in the States of TX, OK, LA, 
MO, MN, VA, WV, IA, IL, KS, and NE; 
(4) from Wilmington, DE, and points 
in its commercial zone to points in the 
States of TX, OK, LA, MO, MN, VA, 
WV, IA, IL, KS, and NE; (5) from New 
Orleans, LA, and points in its commer- 
cial zone, to points in the States of 
TN, MI, OH, MN, and KY; and (6) 
from Houston, TX, and points in its 
commercial zone to points in the 
States of AR, LA, MO, and OK, for 
180 days. Supporting shipper: North 
Pacific Lumber Co., Charles H. Wyatt, 
Manager, Trucking Division, P.O. Box 
3915, Portland, OR. Send protests to: 
District Supervisor Max H. Johnston, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 285 
Federal Building and U.S. Courthouse, 
100 Centennial Mall North, Lincoln, 
NE 68508. 


MC 8948 (Sub-110TA), filed June 14, 
1978. Applicant: WESTERN GIL- 
LETTE, INC., 1077 Gorge Boulevard, 
P.C. Box 471, Akron, OH 44309. Rep- 
resentative; William O. Turney, Suite 
1010, 7101 Wisconsin Avenue, Wash- 
ington, DC 20014. Authority sought to 
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operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Petroleum and petroleum 
products, in bulk, in tank vehicies, 
from Richmond and Sacramento, CA, 
and points in their commercial zones 
to points in Washoe, Lyon, Douglas, 
Churchill, and Storey Counties, NV, 
for 180 days. Applicant has also filed 
an underlying ETA seeking up to 90 
days of operating authority. Support- 
ing shipper(s): Chevron U.S.A., Inc., 
P.O. Box 2569, 7700 Edgewater Drive, 
Oakland, CA 94614. Send protests to: 
James Johnson, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 731 
Federal Building, 1240 East Ninth 
Street, Cleveland, OH 44199. 


MC 41406 (Sub-84TA), filed June 14, 
1978. Applicant: ARTIM TRANSPOR- 
TATION SYSTEM, INC., 7105 Kenne- 
dy Avenue, P.O. Box 2176, Hammond, 
IN 46323. Representative: E. Stephen 
Heisley, Suite 805, 666 llth Street 
NW., Washington, DC 20001. Authori- 
ty sought to operate as a common car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Iron and steel ar- 
ticles, from the facilities of [linois- 
Birmingham Bolt Co., Inc., at or near 
Kankakee, IL, to the facilities of Vir- 
ginia-Birmingham Bolt Co., Inc., at or 
near Duffield, VA, for 180 days. Appli- 
cant has also filed an underlying ETA 
seeking up to 90 days of operating au- 
thority. Supporting shipper(s): Illi- 
nois-Birmingham Bolt Co., Inc., Henry 
L. Leonard, General Manager, P.O. 
Box 1208, Birmingham, AL 35201. 
Send protests to: Lois N. Stahl, Trans- 
portation Assistant, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 219 South Dear- 
born Street, Room 1386, Chicago, IL 
60604. 


MC 57778 (Sub-22TA), filed June 14, 
1978. Applicant: MICHIGAN RE- 
FRIGERATED TRUCKING SERV- 
ICE, INC., 6134 West Jefferson 
Avenue, Detroit, MI 48209. Represent- 
ative: William B. Elmer, 21635 East 
Nine Mile Road, St. Clair Shores, MI 
48080. Authority sought to operate as 
a@ common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Foodstuffs, in mechanically refrigerat- 
ed equipment from Chicago, IL, to De- 
troit, MI, and points in its commercial 
zone, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper(s): There are approximately 
eight statements of support attached 
to the application which may be exam- 


ined at the Interstate Commerce Com- 


mission in Washington, DC, or copies 
thereof which may be examined at the 
field office named below. Send pro- 
tests to: Timothy S. Quinn, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Bureau of Operations, 604 
Federal Building and U.S. Courthouse, 
231 West Lafayette Boulevard, De- 
troit, MI 48226. 


NOTICES 


MC 64932 (Sub-584 TA), filed June 
14, 1978. Applicant: ROGERS CAR- 
TAGE cCO., 10735 South Cicero 
Avenue, Oak Lawn, IL 60453. Repre- 
sentative: William F. Farrell (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irreguiar routes, transporting: 
Liquid cleaning compound, Corrosive 
material, in bulk, in rubber-lined top 
unloading tank vehicles from the 
plantsite of Oxy Metal Industries, 
Parker Division, at Morenci, MI, to 
the plantsite of Continental Can Co., 
Milwaukee, WI, and the plantsite of 
Schlitz Container Division, Jos. Schlitz 
Brewing Co., at Oak Creek, WI, for 
180 days. Applicant has also filed an 
underlying ETA seeking up to 90 days 
of operating authority. Supporting 
shipper‘s): Oxy Metal Industries 
Corp., Albert J. Latcha, Supervisor, 
Corporate Traffic Department, 21441 
Hoover Road, Warren, MI 48089. Send 
protests to: Lois M. Stahl, Transporta- 
tion Assistant, Bureau of Operations, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, Ev- 
erett McKinley Dirksen Building, 219 
South Dearborn Street, Room 1386, 
Chicago, IL 606604. 


MC 106603 (Sub-177TA), filed June 
14, 1978. Applicant: DIRECT TRAN- 
SIT LINES, INC., 200 Colrain Street 
SW., P.O. Box 8008, Grand Rapids, MI 
49508. Representative: Martin J. Lea- 
vitt, P.O. Box 400, Northville, MI 
48167. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Re- 
fractories from White Cloud, MI, to 
points in OH, PA, NY, WV, and MD, 
for 180 days. Applicant has also filed 
an underlying ETA seeking up to 90 
days of operating authority. Support- 
ing shipper(s): North American Re- 
fractories Co., East 14th and Euclid 
Avenue, 900 Hanna Building, Cleve- 
land, OH 44155. Send protests to: C. R. 
Flemming, District Supervisor, Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, Room 
225, Federal Building, Lansing, MI 
48933. 


MC 108207 (Sub-480 TA), filed June 
14, 1978. Applicant: FROZEN FOOD 
EXPRESS, 318 Cadiz Street, P.O. Box 
225888, Dallas, TX 75265. Representa- 
tive: M. W. Smith (same as above). Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu- 
lar routes, transporting: Canned and 


bottied foodstuffs, in vehicles equipped . 


with mechanical refrigeration, from 
Cade and Lozes, LA, to points in IA, 
KS, MO, MN, NE, and OK, for i80 
days. Applicant has also filed an un- 
derlying ETA seeking up to 90 days of 
operating authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): Bruce Foods, Inc., P.O. Box 
1030, New Iberia, IA 70560. Send pro- 
tests to: Opal M. Jones, . Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 1100 Com- 


merce Street, Room 13C12, Dallas, TX 
75242. 


MC 111812 (Sub-577TA), filed June 
14, 1978. Applicant: MIDWEST 
COAST TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 
1233, Sioux Falls, SD 57101. Repre- 
sentative: Ralph H. Jinks (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Such commodities as are dealt in by 
retail department stores, except food- 
stuffs and items of unusual vaiue, 
from Columbus, OH, to Missoula and 
Helena, MT, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper(s): Gamble-Skogmo, Inc., P.O. 
Box 458, Minneapolis, MN 55440. Send 
protests to: J. L. Hammond, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Bureau of Operations, Room 
455, Federal Building, Pierre, SD 
57501. 


MC 113666 (Sub-135TA), filed June 
14, 1978. Applicant: FREEPORT 
TRANSPORT, INC., 1200 Butler 
Road, Freeport, PA 16229. Representa- 
tive: D. R. Smetanick, Vice President, 
(same as above). Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Dry animal and poultry feed 
ingredients, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Willow Island, WV, to Chatta- 
nooga, TN, for 180 days. Applicant has 
also filed an underlying ETA seeking 
up to 90 days of operating authority. 
Supporting shipper(s): American 
Cyanamid Co., P.O. Box 400, Prince- 
ton, NJ 08540. Send protests to: John 
J. England, District Supervisor, 
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, 2111 Federal 
Building, 1000 Liberty Avenue, Pitts- 
burgh, PA 15222. 


MC 119560 (Sub-19TA), filed June 
14, 1978. Applicant: SOUTHERN 
BULK HAULERS, INC., P.O. Box 278, 
Harleyville, SC 29448. Representative: 
Frank A. Graham, Jr. 707 Security 
Federal Building, Columbia, SC 29201. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Lumber from plant site of Westvaco 
Lumber, Division of Westvaco Devel- 
opment Corp. at Summerville, SC, to 
points in FL, GA, KY, MD, NC, NJ, 
NY, OH, PA, TN, VA, and WV, for 180 
days. Applicant has also filed an un- 
derlying ETA seeking up to 90 days of 
operating authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): Westvaco Lumber, Division 
of Westvaco Development Corp., P.O. 
Box 1210, Summerville, SC 29483. 
Send protests to: Strotheid, District 
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Room 302, 1400 Building, Co- 
lumbia, SC 29201. 


MC 119789 (Sub-480TA), filed June 
14, 1978. Applicant: CARAVAN RE- 
FRIGERATED CARGO, INC., P.O. 
Box 226188, Dallas, TX 75266. Repre- 
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sentative: Lewis Coffey (same as 
above). Authority sought to operate as 
a@ common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Drugs and medicines, (1) from New 
Brunswick, Somerset, and South 
Plainfield, NJ, and Michigan City, IN, 
to Eastgate, WA; (2) from Michigan 
City, IN, to La Mirada, CA; Atlanta, 
GA; Mission, KS, and Houston, TX; 
(3) from Los Angeles, CA, to Houston, 
TX, and Atlanta, GA; and (4) from 
New Brunswick, South Plainfield, and 
Somerset, NJ, to Sharonville, OH, for 
180 days. Applicant has also filed an 
underlying ETA seeking up to 90 days 
of operating authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): E. R. Squibb & Sons, Inc., 
Georges Road, New Brunswick, NJ 
08903. Send protests to: Opal M. 
Jones, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, 1100 Commerce Street, Room 
13C12, Dallas, TX 75242. 


MC 120257 (Sub-45TA), filed June 
14, 1978. Applicant: K. L. BREEDEN 
& SONS, INC., P.O. Box 207, Ore City, 


TX 75683. Representatives: Bernard , 


H. English, 6270 Firth Road, Ft. 
Worth, TX 76116, and Nolan Killings- 
worth, P.O. Box 207, Ore City, TX 
75683. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Iron and steel coils and iron and steel 
sheets, from Birmingham, AL, to 
Points in AR, LA, OK, TN, and TX, 
for 180 days. Applicant has also filed 
an underlying ETA seeking up to 90 


days of operating authority. Support- 
ing shipper(s): Brothers Steel, Inc., 
P.O. Box 34421, Dallas, TX 75234. 
Send protests to: Opal M. Jones, Inter- 


state Commerce Commission, 
Commerce _ Street, Room 
Dallas, TX 75242. 


MC 128353 (Sub-4TA), filed June 14, 
1978. Applicant: LEE J. PRENTICE, 
P.O. Box 325, West Bend, IA 50597. 
Representative: Thomas E. Leahy, Jr., 
1980 Financial Center, Des Moines, IA 
50309. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicie, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Crushed rock, in bulk, from Webster 
City and Gilmore City, IA, to the fa- 
cilities of Southern Minnesota Beet 
Sugar Coop at or near Renville, MN, 
for 180 days. Applicant has also filed 
an underlying ETA seeking up to 90 
days of operating authority. Support- 
ing shipper(s): Weaver Construction 
Co., P.O. Box 338, Mason City, IA 
50402. Send protests to: Herbert W. 
Allen, District Supervisor, Bureau of 
Operations, Interstate Commerce com- 
mission, 518 Federal Building, Des 
Moines, IA 50309. 


MC 136501 (Sub-3TA), filed June 14, 
1978. Applicant: CARDOSI CON- 
TRACT REFRIGERATED EX- 
PRESS, INC., 5885 Jet Way Drive, Ar- 
lington, TN 30328. Representative: Mr. 


1100 
13C12, 
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Bill R. Davis, Suite 101, Emerson 
Center, 2814 New Spring Road, Atlan- 
ta, Ga 30339. Authority sought to op- 
erate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Foodstuffs, in containers, 
from Humboldt, TN to points in the 
United States (including AK, but ex- 
cluding HI), under a continuing con- 
tract or contracts with Pure Packed 
Foods, Inc., for 180 days. Applicant 
has also filed an underlying ETA seek- 
ing up to 90 days of operating authori- 
ty. Supporting shipper(s): Pure Packed 
Foods, Inc., 5885 Jet Way Drive, Ar- 
lington, TN 38002. Send protests to: 
Mr. Floyd A. Johnson, District Super- 
visor, Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, 100 North Main Building, Suite 
2006, 100 North Main Street, Mem- 
phis, TN 38103. 


MC 138438 (Sub-25A), filed June 14, 
1978. Applicant: D. M. BOWMAN, 
INC., Route 2, Box 43Al1, William- 
sport, MD 21795. Representative: 
Edward N. Button, 1329 Pennsylvania 
Avenue, P.O. Box 1417, Hagerstown, 
MD 21740. Authority sought to oper- 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Plastic pipe, fittings, valves, hy- 
drants, and materials and supplies 
used in the installation thereof from 
Buckhannon, WV and its commercial 
zone to points in VA, MD, DE, NJ, PA, 
CT, VT, RI, MA, NY, NH, ME, and 
DC, for 180 days. Applicant has also 
filed an underlying ETA seeking up to 
90 days of operating authority. Sup- 
porting shipper(s): Clow Corp., 1211 
W. 22nd Street, Oak Brook, IL 65021. 


- Send protests to: Interstate Commerce 


Commission, 12th and Constitution 
Avenue NW., Room 1413, W. C. Hers- 
man, District Supervisor, Washington, 
DC 20423. 


MC 138732 (Sub-13TA), filed June 
14, 1978. Applicant: OSTERKAMP 
TRUCKING, INC., 764 North Cypress 
Street, P.O. Box 5545, Orange, CA 
92667. Representative: Michael R. 
Eggleton, 67 Larkstone Center, Dan- 
ville, CA 94526. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Lumber, lumber products, ply- 
wood, particleboard, and wood prod- 
ucts, from points in OR, to points in 
NV Counties of Carson City, Chur- 
chill, Douglas, Lyon, Mineral, Storey 
and Washoe, for 180 days. Supporting 
shipper(s): (1) American Forest Prod- 
ucts Corp., 2740 Hyde Street, San 
Francisco CA 94109. (2) California 
Cascade Industries, P.O. Box 130026, 
Sacramento, CA 95813. (3) Bohemia, 
Inc., 2280 Oakmond Way, Eugene, OR 
97401, and (4) B&C Builders Supply, 
P.O. Box 1208, Sparks, NV. Send pro- 
tests to: Irene Carlos, Transportation 
Assistant, Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, Room 1321 Federal Building, 
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300 North Los Angeles Street, Los An- 
geles, CA 90012. 

MC 138762 (Sub-24TA), filed June 
14, 1978. Applicant: MUNICIPAL 
TANK LINES LTD, P.O. Box 3500, 
Calgary, AB, Canada T2P 2P9. Repre- 


sentative: D. S. Vincent (same as 


above). Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Soybean oil and soybean meal, in bulk, 
from the facilities of Cargill, Inc., at or 
near Sidney, OH to ports of entry on 
the United States-Canada internation- 
al boundary line located in MI and 
NY, restricted to traffic destined to 
points in the Province of ON, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper(s): Harold E. 
Bernero, Traffic Manager, Cargill, 
Inc., 2400 Industrial Drive Sidney, OH 
45365. Send protests to: District Su- 
pervisor Paul J. Labane, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 2602 First 
Avenue North, Billings, MT 59101. 


MC 141097 (Sub-18TA), filed June 
14, 1978. Applicant: CAL-TEX, INC., 
P.O. Box 1678, 2300 Harbor Boulevard, 
No. 8, Costa Mesa, CA 92626. Repre- 
sentative: Kellner & Stefflre, Greg P. 
Steffire, 700 South Flower Street, 
Suite 1724, Los Angeles, CA 90017. Au- 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu- 
lar routes, transporting: Snythetic 
yarn, synthetic fiber, and materials, 
supplies and equipment used in the 
manufacture and sale thereof, be- 
tween points in NC, SC and GA, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the United States, for 180 
days. Restricted to traffic originating 
at or destined to the facilities of Pharr 
Yarns, Inc., under a continuing con- 
tract or contracts with Pharr Yarns, 
Inc., Supporting shipper(s): Pharr 
Yarns, Inc., McAdenville, NC. Send 
protests to: Irene Carlos, Transporta- 
tion Assistant, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Room 1321 Federal 
Building, 300 North Los Angeles 
Street, Los Angeles, CA 90012. 


MC 142508 (Sub-21TA), filed June 
14, 1978. Applicant: NATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., P.O. Box 
37465, 10810 South 144th Street, 
Omaha, NE 68137. Representative: 
Lanny N. Fauss (same as.above). Au- 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu- 
lar routes, transporting: Malt bever- 
ages, in containers from the facilities 
of Joseph Schlitz Brewing Co. at Mil- 
waukee, WI to Omaha, NE and Coun- 
cil Bluffs, IA, for 180 days. Applicant 
has also filed an underlying ETA seek- 
ing up to 90 days of operating authori- 
ty. Supporting shipper(s): (1) R. C. 
Griffith, Inc., Robert C. Griffith, 
President, llth Street and First 
Avenue, Council Bluffs, IA, and (2) 
Nebraska Distributing Co., Tony 
Howard, President, 211 Walnut Street, 
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NE 68108. Send protests to: 
District Supervisor Carroll Russell, In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, Suite 
620, 110 North 14th Street, Omaha, 
NE 68102. 


MC 143154 (Sub-3TA), filed June 13, 
1978. Applicant: ARTHUR E. PAMIN, 
JR. & STEVEN V. BIDLAKE, d.b.a. 
MOLITOR TRUCKING, 6450 High- 
way 10 West, P.O. Box 4027, Missoula, 
MT 59801. Representative: Charles A. 
Murray, Jr., 207A Behner Building, 
2822 Third Avenue North, Billings, 
MT 59101. Authority sought to oper- 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve- 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
ing: Pencil slats and products used in 
the production of pencil slats, and 
boxes, paper and packaging materials, 
between points in MT, ID, and CA, for 
180 days. Applicant has also filed an 
underlying ETA seeking up to 90 days 
of operating authority. Supporting 
shipper(s): (1) C. R. Caldwell, Plant 
Manager, Blackfoot Indian Writing 
Co., Box 729, Browning, MT 59417. (2) 
Jackie L. Maier, Slat Sales Supervisor, 
California Cedar Products, P.O. Box 
528, Stockton, CA 95201. Send protests 
to: Paul J. Labane, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 
2602 First Avenue North, Billings, MT 
59101. 


MC 144145 (Sub-4TA), filed June 13, 
1978. Applicant: GILBERT TRUCK 
LINES, INC., South Alger Road, 
Route 2, Ithaca, MI 48847. Represent- 
ative: James R. Davis, 1018 Michigan 
National Tower, Lansing, MI 48933. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Soybean meal and soybean hulls, in 
bulk, from the facilities of Cargill, 
Inc., located at or near Sidney, OH, to 
points in IL, IN and MI, for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper(s): Cargill, Inc., 
2400 Industrial Drive, Sidney, OH 
45365. Send protests to: C. R. Flem- 
ming, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 225 Federal 
Building, Lansing, MI 48933. 


MC 144809 (Sub-2TA), filed June 2, 
1978. Applicant: POSEY TRUCK 
LINES, INC., Route 2, Box 219, Taft, 
TN 38488. Representative: Roland M. 
Lowell, 618 United American Bank 
Building, Nashville, TN 37219. Author- 
ity sought to operate as a contract car- 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Products of 
Amana Refrigeration, Inc., including 
heating and air conditioning units, 
trash compactors, stoves, ranges, fur- 
naces and microwave ovens, between 
the facilities of Amana Refrigeration, 
Inc., at or near Fayetteville, TN, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, AR, 
IL, IN, IA, KY, MI, and OH, under a 
continuing contract, or contracts, with 
Amana Refrigeration, Inc., for 180 
days. Applicant has also filed an un- 
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derlying ETA seeking up to 90 days of 
operating authority. Supporting ship- 
per: Amana Refrigeration, Inc., Wilson 
Parkway, Fayetteville, TN 37334. Send 
protests to: Glenda F. Kuss, Transpor- 
tation Assistant, Suite A-422—U‘S. 
Court House, 801 Broadway, Nashville, 
TN 37203. 

MC 144893TA, filed June 13, 1978. 
Applicant NORMAN HOWARD, 
d.b.a.. HOWARD TRUCKING OF 
UTAH, 1755 East 800 North, P.O. Box 
502, St. George, UT 84770. Representa- 
tive: J. Ralph Atkin, 60 North 300 
East, P.O. Box 339, St. George, UT 
84770. Authority sought to operate as 
a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Print paper for newspapers, from 
Pomona, CA, to’ Denver, Longmont, 
Colorado Springs, Fort Collins, and 
Pueblo, CO, and return, under a con- 
tinuing contract, or contracts, with 
Garden State Paper Co., for 180 days. 
Supporting shipper(s): Garden State 
Paper Co., P.O. Box 2364, Pomona, CA 
91766. (Donald Adams Transportation 
Manager) Send protests to: Lyle D. 
Helfer, District Supervisor, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, 5301 Federal 
Building, Salt Lake City, UT 84138. 


MC 144911TA, filed June 14, 1978. 
Applicant: STEVE ELLIS, d.b.a. 
STEVE’S BODY SHOP & TOWING, 
East Highway 50, Box 203, Yankion, 
SD 57078. Representative: William T. 
Kafka, 2110 Broadway, Yankton, SD 
57078. Authority sought to operate as 
@ common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Towing and setting up of mechanical- 
ly broken down and wrecked vehicles 
and tractor units, from and to Yank- 
ton, SD—from and to the states of SD, 
ND, NE, KS, OK, TX, MT, WY, CO, 
MN, IA, MO, IL, IN, and OH, for 180 
days. Supporting shipper(s): Truck- 
Trailer Sales & Service, Inc., P.O. Box 
95, Yankton, SD 57078. Drotzmann, 
Inc., East HighwWay 50, P.O. Box 667, 
Yankton, SD 57078. Send protests to: 
J. L. Hammond, District Supervisor, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Bureau of Operations, Room 455, Fed- 
eral Building, Pierre, SD 57501. 


PASSENGER CARRIER 


MC 144885TA, filed June 13, 1978. 
Applicant: CARLOS M. LOPEZ & 
JAIRO A. LOPEZ, d.b.a. TRICEN- 
TENNIAL TOURS AND TRANS- 
PORTS, 162 Temple Street, New 
Haven, CT 06510. Representative: 
Jairo A. Lopez, 2 Knox Street, West 
Haven, CT 06516. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans- 
porting: Passengers and their baggage 
in round-trip special and charter oper- 
ations, from New Haven to all points 
in Connecticut, MA, NY and NJ, for 
180 days. Supporting shipper(s): There 


are approximately (10) statements of 
support attached to the application 
which may be examined at the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission in Wash- 
ington, DC, or copies thereof which 
may be examined at the field office 
named below. Send protests to: J. D. 
Perry, Jr., Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, 135 High Street, Room 324, 
Hartford, CT 06101. 


By the Commission. 


H. G. Homme, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 


(FR Doc. 78-22048 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


[7035—01] 


{Notice No. 21] 
SPECIAL PROPERTY BROKERS 


Avcust 3, 1978. 


The following applicants seek to par- 
ticipate in the property broker special 
licensing procedure under 49 CFR 
1045A authorizing operations as a 
broker at any location, in arranging 
for the transportation by motor vehi- 
cle, in interstate or foreign commerce, 
of property (except household goods), 
between all points in the United 
States including AK and HI. Any in- 
terested person shall file an original 
and (1) copy of a verified statement in 
opposition limited in scope to matters 
regarding applicant’s fitness within 30 
days after this notice. Statements 
must be mailed to: 


Broker Entry Staff, Room 2379, Interstate 
ee Commission, Washington, D.C. 
23. 


Opposing parites shall serve (1) copy 

of the statement in opposition concur- 

rently upon aplicant’s representative, 
or applicant if no representative is 
named. 

If an applicant is not otherwise in- 
formed by the Commission, it may- 
commence operation 45 days after this 
notice. 

B-78-55, filed April 24, 1978. Applicant: NA- 
TIONAL TRUCK BROCKERAGE, INC., 
219 West Main Street, Humboldt, TN 
57035. Representative: Harold R. Gunn, 
1211 Main Street, Humboldt, TN 57035. 

B-78-57, filed April 24, 1978. TRANS-SAVE, 
INC., 6114 Bent Tree Court, Charlotte, 
NC 28212. Representative: Robert D. Mc- 
“= a 723 Law Building, Charlotte, NC 

B-78-63 filed May 9, 1978. Applicant: IMPE- 
RIAL VAN LINES, INC., 2805 Columbia 
Street, Torrance, CA 90503. Representa- 
tive: Alan F. Wohlstetter, 1700 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20006 

B-78-68 filed May 3, 1978. Applicant: 
ADVO-SYSTEM, INC. 239 Service Road 
West, Hartford, CT 06120. Representative: 
Ronald I Shapss, 450 Seventh Avenue, 
New York, NY 10001. 

B-78-73 filed May 26, 1978. Applicant: 
FORT PITT CONSOLIDATORS, INC. 
1601 Penn Avenue, Ambassador West, 
Pittsburgh, PA 15221. Representative: 
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Street, New Britain, CT 06051. Represent- 
ative: Robert J. Gallagher, 1000 Conneciti- 
cut Avenue NW., Suite 1200, Washington, 
D.C. 20036. ; 

B-78-83 filed July 11, 1978. Applicant: KEN- 
NETH J. GREEN, 10 Allen Place, Fair- 
lawn, NJ 07410. 

B-78-91 filed July 13, 


35157 


City, NJ 07306. Representative: Ronald I. 
Shapss, 450 Seventh Avenue, New York, 
NY 10001. 


By the Commission. 


H. G. Hommes, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 


{FR Doc. 78-22040 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45am] 


Maury S. Sheer (same address as appli- 
cant). 

B-78-75, filed May 24, 1978. Applicant: L. E. 
COPPERSMITH, 350 South Figueroa 
Street, Suite 956, Los Angeles, CA 90071. 
Representative: L. E. Coopersmith (same 
address as applicant). 

B-78-80, filed June 19, 1978. Applicant: 
AMODIO MOVING, INC., 600 East 


1978. Applicant: 


[7035-01] 
{Notice No. 14] 


BARY BLACK, 400 Sip Avenue, Jersey 


TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TERMINATION 


The temporary authorities granted in the dockets listed below have expired 
either as a result of final action granting or denying the issuance of a certificate 
or permit in a corresponding application for permanent authority, on the date 


indicated below: 





Temporary authority appiication 


Final action or 


certificate or permit 


Date of action 





Greyhound Lines, Inc., Greyhound Tower, Suite 1602, Phoe- 
nix, Ariz. 85077, MC-1515-227TA. 

Greyhound Lines, Inc., Greyhound Tower, Phoenix, Ariz. 
85077, MC-1515-232TA. 

Kroblin Refrigerated Xpress, Inc., 2125 Commercial Si., Wa- 
terloo, Iowa 50702, MC-30844-593TA: - 

Mercer Trucking Co., North 1414 Fancher Rd., P.O. Box 
11585, Spokane, Wash. 99211, MC-43685-21TA. 

Gilbert Carrier Corp., 1 Gilbert Dr., Secaucus, N.J. 07094, 
MC-52579-161TA. 

Smith é& Solomon Truck Co., How Lake, New Brunswick, N.J. 
08902, MC-59264-62TA. 

Roy Stone Transfer Corp., P.O. Box 385, Collinsville, Va. 
24078., MC-61825-67TA. 

Frontier Delivery, Inc., 620 Elk St., Buffalo, N-Y. 14210, MC- 
104675-39TA. 

Schilli Motor Lines, Inc., P.O. Box 123, Remington, Ind. 
47977, MC-106674-242TA. 

Midwest Coast Transport, Inc., 990 West Delaware, P.O. Box 
1233, Sioux Falls, S. Dak. 57104, MC-111812-530TA. 

J & M transportation Co., Inc., P.O. Box 488, Milledgeville, 
Ga. 31061, MC-115311-231TA. 

Colonial Refrigerated Transportation, Inc., P.O. Box 168, 
Concord, Tenn. 37922, MC-115841-541TA. 

Asphalt Transport, Inc., P.O. Box 10416, Jefferson, La. ‘70121, 
MC-117088-5TA. 

Hirschbach Motor Lines, Inc., 5000 South Lewis Biva., P.O. 
Box 417, Sioux City, Iowa 51102, MC-117686-176TA. 

Nationwide Carriers, Inc., P.O. Box 104, Maple Plain, Minn., 
55359, MC-117940-227TA. 

McFarland and Hullinger, 915 North Main St., P.O. Box 238, 
Tooele, Utah 84074, MC-120279-8TA. 

Fredonia Truck Line, Inc., Highway 96 and Jackson St., Fre- 
donia, Kans. 66736, MC-123056-5TA. 

Floyd Duneow, Inc., 1728 Industrial Park Blvd., Fergus Falls, 
Minn. 56537, MC-127187-25TA. 

Wayne Daniel Truck, Inc., P.O. Box 303, Mount Vernon, Mo. 
65712, MC-133591-37TA. 

Customized Parts Distribution, Inc., 2701 South Bayshore Dr., 
Miami, Fla. 33133, MC-136291-7TA. 

Olen Burrage Trucking, Inc., Route 9, Box 22~A, Philadelphia, 
Miss. 39350, MC-136315-16TA. 

Space Carriers, Inc., 444 Lafayette Rd., St. Paul, Minn. 55101, 
MC-136512-13TA. 

American Central Transport, Inc., 230 St. Clair Ave., East St. 
Louis, Mo. 62201, MC-138741-34TA. 

Ray Wagner & Son Trucking Co., Inc,, Box 117, Owen, Wis. 
54460, MC-139196-14TA. 

Brooks Transportation, Inc., 30650 Carter Rd., Solon, Ohio 
44139, MC-139254-10TA. 

Rexford C. Greer, d.b.a. American Truck Stop, U.S. Route A5, 
Mansfield, Pa. 16933, MC-142881-TA. 

Network Transportation Systems, Inc., 35 Brown St., Wash- 
ington, N.J. 07822, MC-142967-TA. 

C. T. S. Lines, Inc., 602 Airport Rd,, Greenville, S.C. 29615, 
MC-143083TA. 

Weaver Transportation Co,, 5452 Oakdale Rd., Smyrna, Ga. 
30080, MC-143276-1TA. 


MC-1515-240 
MC-1515-235 
MC-30844-591........ 
MC-43685-23 
MC-52579-164 
MC-59264-64 
MC-61825-69.......... 
MC-104675-40 
MC-106874-244 
MC-111812-532...... 
MC-115311-229...... 
MC-115841-543 
MC-117088-6 
MC-117686-173 
MC-117940-222 
MC-120279-7 
MC-123056-6 
MC-127187-26 
MC-133591-35 


MC-136291-6.......... 


MC-136315-18........ 
MC-136512-14........ 
MC-138741-33 
MC-139196-16 
MC-139254-6 
MC-142881-1........ 
MC-142957-1 
MC-143083-3 
MC-143276-3 


Jan. 12, 1978. 
. 4, 1978. 
. 13, 1978. 
. 12, 1978. 
Jan. 5, 1978. 
Jan. 16, 1978. 
Jan. 13, 1978. 
Jan. 12, 1978. 
May 17, 1978. 
Jan. 13, 1978. 
Apr. 13, 1978. 
Jan. 4, 1978. 
Jan. 11, 1978. 
Jan. 13, 1978. 
May 15, 1978. 
Jan. 13, 1978. 
Jan. 11, 1978. 
Jan. 4, 1978. 
Jan. 4, 1978. 
Jan. 12, 1978. 
May 8, 1978. 
Jan. 13, 1978. 
Jan. 12, 1978. 
Jan. 13, 1978, 


Dec. 22, 1977. 


.» Jan. 12, 1978. 


Jan. 16, 1978. 
Jan. 10, 1978. 





H. G. 


{FR Doc. 78-22047 Filed 8-7-78; 8:45 am] 


Hommg, Jr., 
Acting Secretary. 
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 


COMMISSION. 


TIME AND DATE: 9 a.m., Thursday, 
July 27, 1978. 


PLACE: Room 856, 1919 M Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 


STATUS: Open Commission meeting. 


CHANGES IN THE MEETING: The 
following items have been added or 
rescheduled and the time of the meet- 
ing changed to 9 a.m,: 


Agenda, Item No. and Subject 


The following item has been added to the 
open meeting: 

Complaints and Compliance, 1, request for 
declaratory ruling by WTCG (TV) regard- 
ing use of its facilities by a candidate for 
public office who intends to use a hypno- 
tist. 

The following item which was previously 
announced on July 20, 1978 to be held ina 
closed meeting has been rescheduled as part 
of the open meeting: 

General, 7, review of staff ruling which par- 
tially denied the Freedom of Information 
Act request filed by Faulkner Radio, Inc. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN- 
FORMATION: 


Samuel M. Sharkey, FCC, Public In- 
formation Office, telephone 202- 
632-7260. 


Issued: August 1, 1978. 
[S-1601-78 Filed 8-4-78; 10:55 am] 


[6712-01] 
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 


COMMISSION. 


TIME AND DATE: 9:30 a.m., Tuesday, 
August 8, 1978. 


PLACE: Room 856, 1919 M Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 


STATUS: Open Commission meeting. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 


Agenda, Item No. and Subject 


General.—1. Land Transfer to State of 
Alaska for expansion of Anchorage inter- 
national airport and lease agreement for 
additional property for the Commission’s 
Anchorage monitoring station. 2. Telegra- 
phy examinations for handicapped appli- 
cants for operator licenses in the amateur 
radio service. 3. Fee refund program— 
status. 4. Fiscal year 1980 Budget esti- 
mates to OMB—priorities. 5. Fiscal year 
1979 Policy research. 

Safety and Special Radio Services.—1. Dere- 
gulation of part 97 of the Commission’s 
rules regarding emissions authorized in 
the amateur radio service. 

Common Carrier.—1. Request for review of 
Common Carrier Bureau grant of KTS 
203 to Illinois Bell Telephone Co. filed by 
Radio Relay Corp.—lIllinois and Rogers 
Radio Communication Services. 2. Ameri- 
can Satellite Corp.’s applications for 
transmit/receive earth stations at Blue 
Bell, Pa. and Roseville, Minn. (File Nos. 
67/68-DSE-P/L-78). 3. Application for 
special permission No. 986 filed by ITT 
World Communications Inc. 4. Petitions 
for partial suspension and partial rejec- 
tion of Comsat tariff -revisions. 5. Press 
parties’ motion to terminate the docket 
No. 20667 inquiry into the need for prefer- 
ential rates for press use of domestic pri- 
vate line service. 6. Adoption of rules for 
the regulation of cable television pole at- 
tachments. 7. Applications of A.T. & T., et 
al. for authority to supplement facilities 
between Bell Telephone Cos. and Inde- 
pendent Telephone Cos. 8. Applications of 
A.T. & T., et al. for authority under sec- 
tion 214(a) of the Communications Act of 
1934 to supplement existing circuits be- 
tween various locations throughout the 
Continental United States. 

Cable Television.—1. Petitions for reconsid- 
eration of memorandum opinion and 
order in docket 19995 (network nondupli- 
cation protection removed from signifi- 
cantly viewed ). 

Renewal.—1. Petition for clarification of 
Commission policy regarding the limita- 
tion on a transferee or assignee’s ability to 
incorporate into a renewal application, 
certain ascertainment efforts conducted 
pursuant to the 1971 Primer. 2. Petitions 
to deny 1977 renewal applications of eight 
television licensees in Los Angeles, Calif. 
filed by Sue Gottfried, et al. 3. Petition to 
deny renewal application of station 
KJAZ(FM), Alameda, Calif. filed by the 
Committee for open media. 

Aural.—1. Application for a construction 
permit for a new FM station (BPE-10,049) 
a Portland, Tex. Media Properties, 

C. 

Television.—1. Mutually exclusive applica- 

tions for a new TV station on channel 30, 





Jacksonville, Fla. 2. Application for review 
of action of Chief, Broadcast Bureau, den- 
ying request to retain application as unac- 
ceptable for filing and accepting for new 
STV station on Channel 54, Baltimore, 
Md. 3. Application of Puerto Rico Broad- 
casting Inc. for a CP for a new TV on 
channel 18, San Juan, P.R. 

Broadcast.—1. Amendment of the Commis- 
sion’s rules to add a new program type, 
“community service” program, to the pro- 
gram definitions for commercial television 
stations and related matters. 2. Petition 
for reconsideration of the memorandum 
opinion and order denying a petition to in- 
stitute a notice of inquiry and proposed 
rulemaking on the airing of public service 
announcements by broadcast licensees. 3. 
Notice of proposed rulemaking concerning 
origination of solicitations for contribu- 
tions by VHF translators (RM-2739) and 
of emergency messages by TV and FM 
translators (RM-2740). 4. Notice of inqui- 
ry concerning the future role of low-power 
television and _ television translators; 
memorandum opinion and order denying 
two petitions for rulemaking designed to 
establish a proposed “communicasting” 
low-power television service (RM-2846) 
and memorandum opinion and order ad- 
dressing and denying petitions for rule- 
making filed by Cablecom General, Inc. 
(RM-2751) and Communications Services, 
Inc. (RM-2826). 5. Motion for declaratory 
ruling filed by KCMC, Inc. licensee of sta- 
tion, KTL-TV, Texarkana, Tex. (docket 
No. 18110). 

Complaints and Compliances.—1. Fairness 
doctrine complaint filed by Council on Re- 
ligion and the Homosexual against . 
KVOE-EV , San Francisco. 


This meeting may be continued the 
following work day to allow the Com- 


mission to complete appropriate 
action. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN- 
FORMATION: 


Samuel M. Sharkey, FCC Public In- 
formation Officer, telephone 202- 
632-7260. 
Issued: August 2, 1978. 

{S-1602-78 Filed 8-4-78; 10:55 am] 
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 


COMMISSION. 


TIME AND DATE: 9 a.m., Tuesday, 
August 8, 1978. 


PLACE: Room 856, 1919 M Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 


STATUS: Open Commission meeting. 
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CHANGES IN THE MEETING: The 
following item has been added: 


Agenda, Item No. and Subject 


General.—6 Congressional request to con- 
duct several studies relative to a realloca- 
tion of channel 7, New York City to Tren- 
ton, N.J. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN- 
FORMATION: 


Samuel M. Sharkey, FCC, Public In- 
formation Office, telephone 202- 
632-7260. 


Issued: August 4, 1978. 
{S-1607-78 Filed 8-4-78; 2:12 pm] 
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FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION. 


TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m., August 11, 
1978. ‘ 


PLACED: Room 6135, FDIC Building, 
550 17th Street NW., Washington, 
D.C. 


STATUS: Closed. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 


APPLICATIONS FoR FEDERAL DEPOSIT 
INSURANCE 


Washington County State Bank a proposed 
new bank to be located at 100 River Road, 
Mcintosh, Ala., for Federal deposit insur- 
ance. 

Frontier Bank, a proposed new bank to be 
located at 6623 Evergreen Way, Everett, 
Wash., for Federal deposit insurance. 

Mid State Bank, a proposed new bank to be 
located at 106 West Locust Street, Water- 
ville, Wash., for Federal deposit insurance. 


APPLICATIONS FOR CONSENT To ESTABLISH 
BRANCHES 


Chaton State Bank, Chaton, Ala., for con- 
sent to establish a branch on the east side 
of old U.S. Highway 43, approximately 75 
yards south of its intersection with River 
Road, McIntosh, Ala. 

United Mutual Savings Bank, New York, 
N.Y., for consent to establish a branch at 
556 Main Street, Islip (incorporated area), 
town of Islip, N.Y. 


Request Pursuant To SEcTION 19 OF THE 
FreperaL Deposit INSURANCE ACT FOR CON- 
SENT To SERVICE OF A PERSON CONVICTED 
OF AN OFFENSE INVOLVING DISHONESTY OR A 
BREACH OF TRUST AS A DIRECTOR, OFFICER 

. OR EMPLOYEE OF AN INSURED BANK 


Name of person and of bank authorized to 
be exempt from disclosure pursuant to the 

- provisions of subsection (c)(6) of the Gov- 
ernment in the Sunshine Act (5 U.S.C. 
552b(c(6)). 


APPLICATIONS FOR CONSENT TO MERGE AND 
To EsTABLISH BRANCHES 


Suburban Trust Co., Hyattsville, Md. an in- 
sured State nonmember bank, for consent 
to merge under its charter and title with 
Free State Bank & Trust Co., Potomac, 
Md., also an insured State nonmember 


SUNSHINE ACT MEETINGS 


bank, and for consent to establish the two 
offices of Free State Bank & Trust Co. as 
branches of the resultant bank. 


APPLICATION FOR CONSENT To CONSOLIDATE 
AND To ESTABLISH BRANCHES 


Citizens National Bank, Ogden, Utah, for 
consent to consolidate under a new State 
charter, and with the title of “The Citi- 
zens Benk,” with Kamas State Bank, 
Kamas, Utah, an imsured State non- 
maember bank and for consent to establish 
the sole office of Kamas State Bank as a 
branch of the new bank, which is to be op- 
erated as an insured State nonmember 
bank. 


RECOMMENDATIONS REGARDING LIQUIDATION 
OF A Bank's ASSETS ACQUIRED BY THE CorR- 
PORATION IN ITS CAPACITY AS_ RECEIVER, 
LIQUIDATOR, OR LIQUIDATING AGENT OF 
TuHose AssersS 


Case No. 43,597-I—American City Bank & 
Trust Co., National Association, Milwau- 
kee, Wis. 

Case No. 43,598-I—American City Bank & 
Trust Co., National Association, Milwau- 
kee, Wis. 

Case No. 43,601-NR—United States National 
Bank, San Diego, Calif. 

Case No. 43,607-I—Franklin National Bank, 
New York, N.Y. 

Case No. 43,611-NR—United States National 
Bank, San Diego, Calif. 

Memorandum re: Skyline National Bank, 
Denver, Colo. 

Memorandum re: First Augusta Bank & 
Trust Co., Augusta, Ga. 

Memorandum re: The Hamilton National 
Bank of Chattanooga, Chattanooga, Tenn. 


RECOMMENDATIONS WITH RESPECT TO THE 
INITIATION OR TERMINATION OF CEASE-AND- 
DESIST PROCEEDINGS; TERMINATION-OF-IN- 
SURANCE PROCEEDINGS, OR SUSPENSION OR 
REMOVAL PROCEEDINGS AGAINST CERTAIN 
INSURED BANKS, OR OFFICERS, OR DIREC- 
ToRS THEREOF 


Names of persons and names and locations 
of banks authorized to be exempt from 
disclosure pursuant to the provisions of 
subsections (c)(6), (c)(8), and (c)(9K Ai) 
of the Government in the Sunshime Act (5 
U.S.C. 552b(c)(6), (c)(8), and (c)(9)(A)(iD). 


PERSONNEL ACTIONS REGARDING APPOINT- 
MENTS, PROMOTIONS, ADMINISTRATIVE PAY 
INCREASES, -REASSIGNMENTS, RETIREMENTS, 
SEPARATIONS, REMOVALS, ETC. 


Names of employees authorized to be 
exempt from disclosure pursuant to the 
provisions of subsections (c)(2) and (c6) 
of the Government in the Sunshine Act (5 
U.S.C. 552b(c)(2) and (c6)). 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN- 
FORMATION: 
Alan R. Miller, Executive Secretary, 
202-389-4446. 


{S-1604-78 Filed 8-4-78; 11:50 am] 
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FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 


TIME AND DATE: 10:30 a.m., August 
11, 1978 


35159 


PLACE: Board Room, 6th Floor, FDIC 
Building, 550—l17th Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 


STATUS: Open. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 


Disposition of minutes of previous 
meetings. 


APPLICATIONS FOR FEDERAL Derosit 
INSURANCE 


Latimer State Bank, a proposed new bank to 
be located at 301 West Main Street, Wil- 
burton, Okla., for Federal deposit insur- 
ance. 

First Bank & Trust, a proposed new bank to 
be located at the southwest corner of 
Highway 51 and Townsquare, Springtown, 
Tex., for Federal deposit insurance. 


APPLICATION FOR CONSENT TO MERGE AND 
ESTABLISH BRANCHES 


Atiantic Bank of Springfield, Jacksonville, 
Fia., an insured State nonmember bank, 
for consent to merge under its charter, 
and with the title of “Atlantic Bank of 
Jacksonville,” with Atlantic Bank of West 
Jacksonville. Atlantic Bank of Lake 
Forest, Atlantic Bank of South Jackson- 
ville, Atlantic Bank of Normandy, and At- 
lantic University Bank, all of Jacksonville, 
Fia., and for consent to establish the six 
existing and one approved but unopened 
offices of the other five banks as branches 
of the resultant bank. 


APPLICATION FOR CONSENT TO MERGE, TO 
ESTABLISH BRANCHES, AND TO REDESIGNATE 
THE MAIN OFrrice LOCATION 


West Side Bank, Scranton, Pa., an insured 
State nonmember bank, for consent to 
merge under its charter, and with the title 
of “First State Bank,” with the First Na- 
tional Bank of Hawley, Hawley, Pa.; for 
consent to establish the three offices of 
the First National Bank of Hawley as 
branches of the resultant bank; and for 
consent to redesignate the present main 
office of the First National Bank of 
Hawley as the main office of the resultant 
bank. 


APPLICATION FOR CONSENT TO MERGE, To 
ESTABLISH BRANCHES, AND To ISSUE AND 
RETIRE CaPITAL 


Franklin Bank & Trust Co., Franklin, Ind., 
an insured State nonmember bank, for 
consent to merge under its charter and 
title with the Edinburg State Bank, Edin- 
burg, Ind., also an insured State non- 
member bank; for consent to establish the ' 
three office of the Edinburg State Bank - 
as branches of the resultant bank; and for 
consent to issue and retire capital. 


REQUEST BY THE COMPTROLLER OF THE CuR- 
RENCY FOR A REPORT ON THE COMPETITIVE 
Factors INVOLVED IN THE PROPOSED CON- 
SOLIDATION OF GARDEN STATE NATIONAL 
BANK, PARAMUS, N.J., WITH THE NATIONAL 
State BaNnK, ELIZABETH, N.J., ELIZABETH, 
N.J. 


RECOMMENDATIONS REGARDING THE LIQUIDA- 
TION OF A BANK’S ASSETS ACQUIRED BY THE 
CORPORATION IN ITS CAPACITY AS RECEIVER, 
LIQUIDATOR, OR LIQUIDATING AGENT OF 
THOSE ASSETS 


Case No. 43,470-L (Amended)—The Drovers’ 
National Bank of Chicago, Chicago, Il. 
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Case No. 43,602-L—The Drovers’ National 
Bank of Chicago, Chicago, Il. 

Case No. 43,603-L—State Bank of Clearing, 
Chicago, Il. 

Case No. 43,614-L—Banco Credito y Aborro 
Ponceno Ponce, P.R. 

Case No. 43,615-L—State Bank of Clearing, 
Chicago, Il. 

Case No. 43,615-L—International City Bank 
& Trust Co., New Orleans, La. 

Memorandum re: The Hamilton Bank & 
Trust Co., Atlanta, Ga. 


RECOMMENDATIONS WITH RESPECT TO Pay- 
MENT FOR LEGAL SERVICES RENDERED AND 
EXPENSES INCURRED IN CONNECTION WITH 
RECEIVERSHIP AND LIQUIDATION ACTIVITIES 


Bronson, Bronson & McKinnon, San Fran- 
cisco, Calif., in connection with the liqui- 
dation of First State Bank of Northern 
Calif., San Lesadro, Calif. 

Potter, Anderson & Corroon, Wilmington, 
Del., in connection with the liquidation of 
assets acquired by the corporation from 
Farmers Bank of the State of Delaware, 
Dover, Del. 

Chapman & Cutler, Chicago, Ill., in connec- 
tion with the liquidation of the Drovers’ 
National Bank of Chicago, Chicago, IIl. 

Reggs & Lane, Pensacola, Fla., in connec- 
tion with the liquidation of International 
City Bank & Trust Co., New Orleans, La. 

Reynolds, Ridings & Hargis, Oklahoma 
City, Okla., in connection with the liquida- 
tion of International City Bank & Trust 
Co., New Orleans, La. 

Schumann, Heasios, Kennelly & Dorsent, 
Jersey City, N.J., in connection with the 
liquidation of First State Bank of Hudson 
County, Jersey City, N.J. 

Hays, Scholer, Pierman, Hays & Handler, 
New York, N.Y., in connection with the re- 
ceivership of American Bank & Trust Co., 
New York, N.Y. 

Hays, Scholar, Pierman, Hays & Handler, 
New York, N.Y., in connection with the 
liquidation of Franklin National Bank, 
New York, N.Y. 

Taback & Ryans, Jericho, N.Y., in connec- 
tion with the liquidation of Franklin Na- 
tional Bank, New York, N.Y. 

J. Randolph Pelzer, P.A., North Charleston, 
S.C., in connection with the liquidation of 
American Bank & Trust, Orangeburg, S.C. 

Meredith, Donnell & Edmonds, Corpus 
Christi, Tex., in connection with the liqui- 
dation of Northeast Bank of Houston, 
Houston, Tex. 

_Memorandum proposing the payment of a 
second dividend of 16 percent in connec- 
tion with the receivership of Citizens 
State Bank, Carrizo Springs, Tex. 

Memorandum proposing the leasing of addi- 
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tional Division of Bank Supervision Train- 
ing Center Lodging Facilities. 

Resolution spending the Budget Year 1978 
Manning Table for the Division of Bank 
Supervision, Minneapolis Region, to estab- 
lish a Clerk (Office Services) GG-301-5 
position. 

Resolution amending the Budget Year 1978 
Manning Table for the Division of Bank 
Supervision, Omaha Region, to establish 
two Clerk-Typist GG-322-3/4 positions. 

Memorandum and resolution proposing the 
delegation to the General Counsel and the 
Director of the Division of Liquidation or 
their designees of authority to initiate liti- 
gation in connection with the Corpora- 
tion’s liquidation activities. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES AND OFFICERS 


Minutes of the actions approved by the 
Committee on liquidations, loans and pur- 
chases of assets pursuant to authority del- 
egated by the Board of Directors. 

Reports of the Director of the Division of 
Bank Supervision with respect to applica- 
tions or requests approved by him and the 
various regional directors pursuant to au- 

- thority delegated by the Board of Direc- 


tors. 
Reports of security transactions authorized 
by the Chairman. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN- 
FORMATION: 


Alan R. Miller, Executive Secretary, 
202-389-4446. 


(S-1603-78 Filed 8-4-78; 11:43 am} 


[7020-02] 


C(USITC SE-78-38] 
INTERNATIONAL TRADE COM- 
MISSION. 


TIME AND DATE: 2 p.m., Thursday, 
August 17, 1978. 


PLACE: Room 117, 701 E Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20436. 


STATUS: Open to the public. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 


1. Agenda. 

2. Minutes. 

3. Ratifications. " 

4.Petitions and complaints (if neces- 
sary). 

5. Perchlorethylene from Belgium, 
France, and Italy (Invs. AA1921-Inq. - 
14, -15, and -16)—briefing and vote. 


6. Any items left over from previous 
agenda. 
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN- 
FORMATION: 
Kenneth R. Mason, Secretary, 202- 
523-0161. 
{S-1606-78 Filed 8-4-78; 2:12 pm) 
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OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND 
HEALTH REVIEW COMMISSION. 


TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m., August 11, 
1978. 
PLACE: Room 1101, 1825 K Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. 
STATUS: This meeting is subject to 
being closed by a vote of the Commis- 
sioners taken at the beginning of the 
meeting. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 
Discussion of specific cases in the 
Commission adjudication process. 
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN- 
FORMATION: 

Ms. Lottie Richardson, 202-634-7970. 

Dated: August 4, 1978. 

{S-1605-78 Filed 8-4-78; 2:12 pm) 


[7910-01] 
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RENEGOTIATION BOARD. 


FEDERAL REGISTER CITATION 
OF PREVIOUS ANNOUNCEMENT: 
43 FR 31504, July 21, 1978. 


PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED DATE 
AND TIME OF MEETING: Tuesday, 
August 8, 1978; 10 a.m. 


CHANGE IN MEETING: Cancella- 
tion. 

CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE IN- 
FORMATION: Kelvin H. Dickinson, 
Assistant General Counsel-Secretary, 
2000 M Street NW., Washington, D.C. 
20446, 202-254-8277. 

Dated: August 3, 1978. 


Harry R. VAN CLEVE, 
Acting Chairman. 
{S-1600-78 Filed 8-4-78; 10:55 am] 
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